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PREFACE 

This report factually documents the response action initiated 
by the U.S. government at the Old Mill site in Rock Creek, 
Ohio. The format of this report follows the outline specifi­
ed in the National Contingency Plan. 

Joseph "U. hrec 
On-Scene Coordinator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
Region V Eastern District Office 
25089 Center Ridge Road 
Westlake, Ohio 44148 
216-875-5200 
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1.0 SUMMARY OF EVENTS 

1.1 Locati on 

The Old Mill site is located at latitude 41'39'12" and longi­
tude 80''50'48" in the south-central portion of Morgan Town­
ship, Ashtabula County, Ohio (Figure 1). Situated at the 
intersection of Station Street and Mill Street in Rock Creek, 
Ohio, the two acre site is bordered by a small wooded area to 
the north, by a residential area to the east, by the Rock 
Creek Aluminum Company to the south, and by the Penn-Central 
Railroad right-of-way and a livestock feed manufacturer to 
the west (Figure 2). An unnamed tributary flows under the 
site's southern section via an aqueduct and continues to Rock 
Creek which is approximately 1500 feet from the site bounda­
ries. 

1.2 Initial Situation 

The Old Mill site was first brought to the attention of the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) in June of 
1979. At the request of the Ohio Environmental Protection 
Agency (OEPA), personnel from both agencies conducted a joint 
inspection of the Old Mill site and adjacent property owned 
by Mr. Robert Henfield and Mr. William Kraus, respectively. 
At the time of the initial inspection, Mr. Jack Webb was 
manufacturing and packaging potting soil at the Old Mill 
site. This process included the manufacture of small white 
beads from urea formaldehyde. Mr. Webb, in an unrelated 
enterprise, was also storing 300 to 500 drums on 
property (which he was leasing) and approximately 
in and around the abandoned grain storage facility 
Mill site. 

the Kraus 
500 drums 
on the Old 

In February of 1980, the U.S. EPA learned that all but a few 
drums containing solids had been moved from the Kraus site to 
the Old Mill site by Mr. Webb. This move resulted in the 
consolidation of approximately 1,200 drums, in various stages 
of deterioration, containing solids, solvents, paint sludges 
and other waste. Although the situation posed a threat to 
area residents, it was not possible to take any federal 
cleanup action due to the lack of a funding source. 

Subsequent to the expansion of the use of the 311(k) fund 
under the Clean Water Act and the passage of the Comprehen-
^sive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act 
rOf 1980 (CERCLA), site cleanup measures were undertaken. The 
cleanup began on November 21, 1980, and was completed on No­
vember 12, 1982, at a cost of $163,977.83. Of this total, 
$9,536.00 was funded by the 311(k) fund and $154,441.83 was 
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allocated through the Hazardous Substance Response Trust Fund 
(Trust Fund). This immediate removal action resulted in the 
removal and proper disposal of: 4,000 gallons of PCB liqu­
ids; 64 PCB-contaminated drums; 9,500 gallons of flammable 
liquids; 650 gallons of organic liquids; 406 drums of solidi­
fied sludges; 305 drums of residual material; and, 80 cubic 
yards of contaminated soil. 

After completion of the first removal action, the OSC (Mr. 
Joseph Fredle) initiated a sampling effort to further define 
the health threat posed by the remaining contaminated soils 
at the unsecured Old Mill site. It should be noted that this 
effort was undertaken prior to initiation of the Remedial 
Investigation/Feasibility Study (RIFS). Prior to actual 
sample collection, a sampling plan had to be developed to 
accurately assess the extent and magnitude of soil contamina­
tion resulting from previous activities on the site. On Wed­
nesday, June 22, 1983, the OSC, Mark Henke (Technical Assis­
tance Team - T A T ) , Debbie Berg (Ohio EPA) and Gary Gifford 
(Ohio EPA) met and devised a sampling plan for the collection 
of soil samples. This plan was formally presented in a memo­
randum, dated June 23, 1983, from the Technical Assistance 
Team to Robert Bowden (Appendix M ) . 

During the period of June 29 through July 1, 1983, TAT con­
ducted environmental sampling in accordance with the sampling 
plan. A total of 42, 36 and 4 samples were taken f o r organ­
ic, inorganic and EP toxicity analysis, respectively. With 
the exception of volatile organics analyses on 22 samples, 
which were cancelled due to analytical delays, all analytical 
results were received by November 23, 1983. A discussion of 
the sample collection, sample analysis results, and data in­
terpretation efforts are summarized in a memorandum dated 
February 14, 1984, from the Technical Assistance Team to Mr. 
Joseph Fredle (Appendix K ) . 

As the data became available, OSC Fredle began assessing the 
need for an additional immediate removal at the Old Mill 
site. To assist him in this effort were staff from both 
state and federal agencies, including Ms. Debbie Berg (OEPA), 
Mr. Gregg Kulma (U.S. E P A ) , Mr. George Prince (U.S. EPA -
Emergency Response Team) and Ms. Louise Fabinski (Health and 
Human Services - Centers for Disease Control). These offi­
cials were provided with summaries of the analytical results 
in forms similar to those presented in the memorandum dated 
-February 14, 1984, discussed above. Both Mr. Prince and Ms. 
,Georgi Jones (for Ms. Louise Fabinski) conducted formal re-
'views of the soil data and submitted their findings to the 
K)SC for consideration (Appendix M ) . 



To both clarify the positions of the U.S. EPA-ERT and the 
Centers for the Disease C o n t r o l (CDC), and to further evalu­
ate the threats to human health and the environment posed by 
conditions at the Old Mill site, OSC Fredle initiated a meet­
ing of the Regional Response Team (RRT). The RRT convened at 
1300 hours on January 31, 1984, at the U.S. EPA Eastern Dis­
trict Office, 25089 Center Ridge Road, Westlake, Ohio. The 
list of those persons in attendance (Table 1) and the meeting 
minutes can be found in Appendix 0 ) . 

Based upon review of the soil data and clarifying remarks by 
the U.S. EPA-ERT and CDC^, the RRT determined that the site 
posed an imminent and substantial threat to human health and 
the environment and that a second immediate removal would be 
required prior to initiation of any remedial measures. The 
RRT recommended that an Action Memorandum be prepared to 
initiate an immediate removal for the construction of a fence 
around the Old Mill site in Rock Creek, Ohio. 

On February 2 2 , 1984, an Administrative Order was sent to Mr. 
Jack Webb at      (Appendix B ) . 
The order required Mr. Webb to restrict access to the site by 
constructing a chain link fence, at least six feet high, 
around the perimeter of the facility. Mr. Webb replied that, 
due to the lack of funds, he could not erect a fence. Thus, 
on March 7, 1984, a total of $12,000 was granted for an imme­
diate removal action at the Old Mill site. Appendix A con­
tains the signed Action Memorandum authorizing the expendi­
ture of these funds. 

1.3 Federal Cleanup Action 

Competitive bids for construction of the fence surrounding 
the Old Mill site were solicited by the Zone 3 Emergency Re­
sponse Cleanup Services (ERCS) contractor, PEDCO Environmen­
tal, Inc. After being notified that Thomas Fence Company, 
Inc., had been awarded the contract, Mr. Joseph Fredle, the 
designated OSC, and Mr. Scott Springer (TAT) met with Mr. 
Glenn Thomas of Thomas Fence at the site to establish project 
approach, schedule and personnel requirements. During the 
meeting, held on March 21, 1984, both alternative fence lines 
and fence types (e.g., fence with top rail, fence with ten­
sion wire, etc.) were discussed. On March 22, 1984, OSC 
Fredle, after evaluating each option, decided to place the 
.fence as shown in Figure 3. In addition, the fence would be 
installed according to the following specifications: 

Appendix M contains 
ary 6, 1984, which 
health threats 

a follow-up memorandum dated Febru-
clarifies CDC's position regarding 

posed by the Old Mill site. 
the 

Non-responsive



TABLE 1 

ATTENDEES AT THE REGIONAL RESPONSE TEAM MEETING 
HELD ON JANUARY 31, 1984, REGARDING THE OLD MILL SITE, 

ROCK CREEK, OHIO 

Name 

Robert J. Bowden-RRT Chair 
Jeffry T. deRoche 
Joseph Fredle 
Gary Gifford 
Roger Hannahs 
Chuck Hart 
Vanessa Musgrave 
Dan Papcke 
George R. Prince 
Allan Razem 
Scott Springer 

Pierre Talbert 
Mary Tyson 
A.R. Winkelhofer 

Affiliation 

U.S. EPA-Central District Office 
U.S. Geological Survey 
U.S. EPA-Eastern District Office 
OEPA-Northeast District Office 
Ohio EPA-Central Office 
Ashtabula Co. Health Dept. 
U.S. EPA-Community Relations 
U.S. EPA-Eastern District Office 
EPA-Emergency Response Team 
U.S. Geological Survey 
Roy F. Weston, Inc.-Technical 
Assistant Team 
U.S. EPA-Office of Regional Counsel 
U.S. EPA-Remedial Response Branch 
U.S. EPA-Eastern District Office 
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•no tension wires 

1 n 

Creek 

0 9 gauge, 6' cyclone fabric 
0 Full top rail and bracing-
0 2" line posts 
0 3" corner posts 
0 3 strands barbed wire (4 point) 
0 Line posts at 10' intervals, cemented 
0 1-12" double drive gate 
0 1-3' panel placed between fence and Rock 

Aluminum Company 
0 6 "No Trespassing" signs 

Week One - April 2 through 5, 1984 

Removal activities began on April 2, 1984, f o r this, the 
second removal action at the Old Mill site. Level of person­
nel protection was established as Level D by the OSC as all 
work was conducted beyond the areas known to be contaminat­
ed. 

P r i o r t o laying out the fence line, Skidmore Excavating was 
retained to clear the proposed fence line as established pre­
viously. Clearing was done with an International TD-7 bull­
dozer and was accomplished in less than 3.5 hours. During 
the remainder of the week, Thomas Fence personnel installed, 
in cement, a total of 94 line posts and 8 corner posts (refer 
to photographs in Appendix J ) . This involved the following: 
preparing the fence corridor; laying out the fence line; mar­
king all fence post locations (10' centers); drilling all 
f ence post holes with mechanical auger (line posts - 2.5' 
deep, 9" diameter; corner posts - 3' deep, 12" diameter); 
excavating fence post holes manually in final preparation for 
fence post placement (this includes manual excavation of 
those holes at which rock was encountered); setting fence 
posts for first time (includes adjusting height and plumb); 
filling each fence post hole with cement until it is within 
1" of natural grade; setting fence posts for second time; 
and, setting fence post for the third and final time. After 
installation of the fence posts, the cement was allowed to 
set for 4 days before work continued. 

Week Two - April 10 through 13, 1984 

During the second week of the immediate removal action, 
Thomas Fence personnel installed all of the top rail, all 
j:orner braces, barb arms and fence ties (approximately 
2,000), and the 12' main gate. The contractor also stretched 
^hree strands of barbed wire on the west, north, short east 
^nd diagonal sides of the fence. All fencing fabric was 
stretched with the exception of an 8' section at the south­
east corner of the site. 



Week Three - April 16. 1984 

The fence was completed at 1500 hours on April 16, 1984. On 
this day, Thomas Fence personnel stretched three strands of 
barbed wire on the east side of the site adjacent to Mill 
Street, installed the 3' filler panel at the southeast c o r n e r 
of the site, stretched the 8' section of fabric previously 
mentioned, installed a new drop bar in the 
fence post caps and "No Trespassing" signs, 
of the fence, Mr. Drew Thomas of Thomas 
total of five keys for the main gate lock. 

mai n gate and al1 
Upon completion 

Fence provided a 

The site was secured on April 16, 1984, at 1545 hours. The 
final cost o f the r e m o v a l action, excluding EPA and TAT 
costs, totaled $8,146.52. 

1.4 State Efforts To Clean Up Site 

The State of Ohio assisted the U.S. EPA in various aspects of 
the second immediate removal action at the Old Mill site. In 
particular, the OEPA inspected the site with Mr. Joseph 
Fredle on June 22, 1983, and assisted in the development of 
the sampling plan for the collection of soil samples. OEPA 
also provided valuable input at the RRT meeting held on Janu­
ary 31, 1984. It should be noted that the OEPA did not have 
funds readily available to contribute towards the construc­
tion of the f e n c e a t the Old Mill site. Those options dis­
cussed which would defray all or a portion of the cost of the 
fence to the State of Ohio (i.e., 1. construct the fence 
through the remedial program as an Initial Remedial Measure, 
and 2. request a special allocation from the Ohio Legisla­
ture) could not be impemented in the time frame considered 
necessary for the completion of the fence. 

1.5 Summary of Expenditures 

PEDOC Environmental, Inc., contracted Skidmore Excavating 
(Contract Number PE1-84-8445-1004) and Thomas Fence Company, 
Inc. (Contract Number PEI-84-8446-1004) for removal opera­
tions at the site. The contract with Skidmore Excavating 
provided for a bulldozer and operator for purposes of clear­
ing a corridor for installation of the fence. The contract 
with Thomas Fence provided for all necessary personnel, equi­
pment and materials for construction of the fence surrounding 
the Old Mi 11 site. 

Construction activities were initiatied on April 2, 1984, and 
were completed on April 16, 1984. Because the fence was bid 
on a per-foot rather than a time-and-materia 1 s basis, and 



because subsistence costs did not apply, daily expenditures 
for services provided were not calculated. Total contractor 
expenditures for the construction of the fence are presented 
in Table 2. 

In addition to the costs incurred through contractor servi­
ces, recoverable costs were also expended by U.S. EPA and TAT 
personnel. Combined contractor, EPA and TAT costs incurred 
during the second immediate removal at the Old Mill site 
total $11,920.36 and a r e summarized in Table 3. 

1.6 Community Relations 

During the first immediate removal action at the Old Mill 
site, a group of concerned citizens formed consisting of a 
few members of the Village Council and some residents near 
the site. This group proved to be active during the planning 
stages of the second removal action as well. Although very 
concerned about the direct contact threat posed by the con­
taminated soils on the site, the local citizens had two main 
reservations about the construction of a fence. The first 
resulted from the citizens' perception that they would have 
more "leverage" in getting the site cleaned up (in particular 
having the contaminated soils removed) without a fence. The 
second reservation stemmed from the citizens' misinterpreta­
tion of a response option presented in the Old Mill site Re­
medial Action Master Plan (RAMP). The option creating the 

that the Old Mill site could be made into a 
The citizens interpreted this to mean that 

be used to accept hazardous waste for storage 
a facility permitted under the Resource Con-

concern stated 
"secure site." 
the site could 
purposes (i.e. 
servation and Recovery Act) 

In response to these concerns, the OSC sent a letter to the 
Mayor of Rock Creek, Mr. John Robinson, dated March 23, 1984. 
The letter summarized on-going remedial efforts at the Old 
Mill site and assured the citizens that waste would not be 
transported to and stored on the fenced-in site. The letter 
appeared to clarify the U.S. EPA's commitment to protect pub­
lic health as the fence was constructed without citizen oppo­
sition. On March 28, 1984, the Office of Public Affiars 
issued a Fact Sheet Update to reaffirm the OSC's letter. 

1.7 Public Health 

^On January 31, 1984, a RRT meeting was held to address the 
.conditions at the Old Mill site (refer also to Section 1.2 of 
this text). At the conclusion of the RRT meeting, all memb-
^ers agreed that the situation, as it existed, posed a serious 
and imminent threat to human health and the environment. 

10 



TABLE 2 

SUMMARY OF CONTRACTOR EXPENDITURES 
FOR CONSTRUCTION OF THE FENCE AT THE OLD MILL SITE 

Contractor Amount 

PEDCO Environmental, Inc. 
Skidmore Excavating 

PEDCO Environmental, Inc. 
Thomas Fence Company, Inc, 

$ 300.00 

7.609.24 
Subtotal $7,909.24 

3% Handling Charge 237.28 

Total $8,146.52 

11 



TABLE 3 

SUMMARY OF TOTAL CLEANUP COSTS 
INCLUDING CONTRACTOR, EPA AND TAT EXPENDITURES 

Organization Amount 

PEDCO Environmental, Inc. $8,146.52 

EPA personnel 700.00 

EPA vehicle 161.00 

Technical Assistance Team 2,842.84^ 

Total $11,920.36 

^Total costs through June 8, 1984. 

12 



Of greatest concern to the U.S. EPA, and local residents as 
well, was the unrestricted nature of the Old Mill site which 
posed a direct contact threat to area residents. The number 
of small children living near the site enhanced this concern. 
Reviews of soil data by the U.S. EPA-ERT and CDC stated that, 
due to elevated levels of lead and polynuclear aromatic hyd­
rocarbons, access to the site should be restricted. The con­
struction of the fence surrounding the site eliminated the 
direct contact threat posed by unrestricted access to contam­
inated soil. 

2.0 EFFECTIVENESS OF REMOVAL ACTIONS 

^ • ^ Responsible Parties 

On February 22, 1984, an Administrative Order was sent to Mr. 
Jack Webb (     ), former operator 
at the Old Mill site (Appendix B ) . Mr. Webb declined to take 
those corrective measures outlined in the order and thus, the 
U.S. EPA conducted a CERCLA-funded immediate removal action. 

2.2 State and local Agencies 

As noted in Section 1.4, state and local government 
were incapable of undertaking any cleanup action. 

agencies 

2 . 3 Federal Agencies 

The U.S. EPA was the lead agency during the immediate removal 
at the Old Mill site. The objective of this federal action 
was to restrict public access, in a timely 
contaminated soils located on the site. This 
ed through construction of a 6' fence which 
rounded the site. Problems encountered were 
1022 foot long fence was constructed in eight 

manner, to the 
was accomplish-
completely sur-
minimal and the 
work i ng days. 

In addition to the support received from EPA Emergency Res­
ponse Team personnel, EPA Region V received assistance from 
other federal organizations, including: 

0 Department of Health and Human Services - Centers for 
Disease Control (CDC) - Representatives from the CDC 
provided an interpretation of the soil sample data. 
Their interpretation was invaluable in assessing the 

^ need for an immediate removal action at the site. 

' 0 U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) - Representatives from 
~ the USGS attended the RRT meeting and provided infor­

mation on the geology of the Rock Creek area. 

13 
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This information was used to evaluate the potential 
for ground water contamination from on-site contami­
nants . 

2.4 Contractors 

The Thomas Fence Company, Inc. (5515 Woodman Avenue, Ashta­
bula. Ohio 44004) was subcontracted to construct a fence 
around the Old Mill site in Rock Creek, Ohio. All contractor 
personnel performed efficiently and were cooperative. As 
previously mentioned, the 1022 foot fence was installed in 
eight working days. The fence is stable, all lines are in­
stalled straight and the fabric is always within three inches 
of the ground. The work performed by the contractor general­
ly exceeded the standards originally established by the OSC. 

3.0 PROBLEMS ENCOUNTERED 

Aside from the public concern regarding the installation of 
the fence discussed in Section 1.6, no significant problems 
were encountered during the second immediate removal at the 
Old Mi 11 site. 

4.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 

This OSC has no 
diate removal at 

recommendations concerning 
the Old Mill site. 

the second imme-

14 
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ACTION MEMORANDUM 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION V 

DATE: MAR 6 '384 

SUBJECT: Immedidt-;: Kemoval Request f o r t h e Old M i l l S i t e i n Rock Creek, Ohio 
ACTION ,€MORANDUM 

FROM: W i l l i a m H. Sanders I I I , D i r e c t o r 
Environmental Service Div is ion 

™: Valdas V. Adamkus 
Regional Administrator 

PURPOSE 

Based on additional data received, the Regional Response Team (RRT) 
has recommended that a new immediate removal action be iniple'Tiented at 
the Old Mill site. A fence is needed to keep people, especially the 
neighboring small children, off the site. This request for $12,000 
is to cover the cost of such a project. 

BACKGROUND 

The village of Rock Creek is located in Ashtabula County in the north­
eastern corner of Ohio. The Old Mill site is located on the east side 
of the village. The site is bounded by Station Street on the north. 
Mechanic Street on the east, an abandoned section of Penn Central 
Railroad right-of-way on the west, and property owned by Rock Creek 
Aluminum Company on the south. 

The area around the village of Rock Creek and the Old Mill site is 
rural. The two-acre site is approximately 100 feet from five houses 
located across Mechanic Street toward the east. There are small children 
living in these houses. A small grade school is about one-half mile 
from the site. 

The Old Mill site is abandoned and includes four dilapidated wooden 
buildings and four concrete silos. Drainage flows toward the southwest 
corner of the site and enters a tributary to Rock Creek. The site is 
partially fenced and public access is only partially restricted. The 
site is on the National Priority List (NPL). 

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) initiated emergency action 
at this site using the 311(k) fund of the Clean Water Act in November 
1980 to perform an extent of contamination study. On November 6, 1981, 
$50,000 of CERCLA immediate removal funds were approved to remove all 
flammable liquids from the site. On October 1, 1982, an additional 
$110,000 was approved to remove all drummed material including PCBs 
from the site. These actions were completed by November 12, 1982. 



In November 1982 and June 1983, EPA representatives collected soil 
samples at the facility to determine whether additional response action 
was necessary. The November 1982, surface soil samples were collected 
after the top 2 inches of contaminated soil were removed. The analytical 
results showed soil contamination remained in the areas where the drums 
were stored over the years. Some of the contaminants were: fluoran-
thene/pyrene - 5800 ppm, chrysene/benzo (A) anthracene - 2300 ppm, 
dimethylbenzene - 3475 ppm, ethylbenzene - 1420 ppm, etc. The June 
1983 sample results disclose the presence at the facility of the following 
substances: elevated concentrations of polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons 
and volatile priority pollutants (primarily, trichloroethylene, tetra-
chloroethylene, ethylbenzene and dimethylbenzene isomers). A high value 
of 8370 ppm lead was also reported. 

THREAT 

The substances described above are "hazardous substances" as defined 
at section 101(14) of CERCLA and are subject to the terms and provisions 
of the act. These substances have been released into the environment 
at the facility. 

The OSC solicited opinions from the Centers for Disease Control (CDC) 
and EPA's Environmental Response Team (ERT) concerning the threat to 
public health and the environment from the on-site soil contamination. 
The ERT concluded that the remaining soil contamination presents a 
potential long term environmental problem that should be addressed as 
part of the ongoing remedial actions at this facility. The CDC con­
cluded that the remaining contamination poses a significant potential 
health hazard to a specific segment of the public. They felt that by 
instituting a method of restricting access, the site would not be con­
sidered an imminent health hazard pending cleanup. The OSC presented 
the sampling data and the CDC/ERT recommendations to a meeting of the 
RRT on January 31, 1984. The RRT recommended that a fence be erected 
around the site as an immediate removal action because they felt the 
site posed an immediate and significant risk of harm to human health 
through exposure to acutely toxic substances. • 

Exposure to the hazardous substances described above may present an 
imminent and substantial endangerment to the public health and welfare. 
The population at risk includes animals and humans, especially children, 
who may inadver tent ly wander on the facility's premises and become exposed 
to the hazardous substances in the soil. Exposure to the hazardous 
substances may cause illness or other harmful effects to this population. 

In order to protect human health and welfare it is necessary that action 
be taken to restrict access to the facility. 

A remedial investigation is being performed with completion expected 
by July 1984. A feasibility study will then be conducted to determine 
the options for any remedial action at the site. This study should 
be completed by the end of 1984. 
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ENFORCEMENT 

The Office of Regional Counsel is actively pursuing cost recovery litigation 
pursuant to the .'?:;iripleted inunsdiate removal actions taken at this site. 
On February '/.7, 1984, you issued an administrative order to Jack Webb, 
the site opei.'.cor, to fence the site. He responded to the order by 
declining to cake action on the grounds that he cannot afford to erect 
the fence. 

CLEANUP OPTIONS CONSIDERED 

Option A - Soil Removal 

The contaminated soil could be removed to a depth of 1-2 feet in all 
areas where the drums were stored. This soil would be disposed of and 
clean clay brought in to cap the area. Cost estimate is $140,000. 
This option was rejected by the RRT because of the need to do a inore 
detailed study of the extent of contamination before soil removal could 
be considered. As previously mentioned, a remedial investigation is 
in progress. 

Option B - Fence Site 

The site could be fenced for $10,000. This option was recommended by 
the RRT as an inexpensive way to keep people (especially small children) 
off the site until the extent of any further remedial action can be 
determined. 

PROPOSED PROJECT 

The OSC proposes to fence the site. The project could be started within 
two weeks of funding approval and should take no more than two weeks 
to complete. An exemption request from the six month time limit is 
not required because the previous removal action was completed in 1982. 
Any new removal action is considered a new project. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Based on the nature of the threat present at the Old Mill site, I recommend 
your approval of the proposed immediate removal action. The proposed 
action is expected to successfully abate the threat to the public health. 
My office will allocate the following costs: 



Extramural 
(fence contractor) 

Intramural 
TAT Costs 
Total Project Cei l ing 

$10,000 

1,000 
1,000 

$12,000 

Concur: 

Nonconcur: 

i.W ^=<5'VA':iC'''«-' 
Wil l iam H. Sanders I I I 

Date: 

Date: 

mm 
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CERTIFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 

UNITr.D STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROECTION AGENCY 
REGION V 

IN THE MATTER OF: 

Jack Webb, an Individual 

Proceeding Under Section 106(a) 
of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, 
Compensation and Liability Act 
of 1980 142 U.S.C. 9606(a)J 

ADMINISTRATIVE ORDER 

Docket No. \l-Ui-84-C-OOZ. 

PREAMBLE 

The following Order is issued on this date to Jack Webb, 

 (Respondent), pursuant to 

Section iU6(a) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 

Compensation and Liability Act of 1980 (CERCLA) [42 U.S.C. 

96U6(a)J, by authority delegated to the undersigned by the 

Administrator of the United States Environmental Protection 

Agency (EPA). Notice of the issuance of this Order has hereto­

fore been given to the State of Ohio. 

There is an imminent and substantial endangerment to the 

public health and welfare due to a release of hazardous sub­

stances as defined in §101(14) of CERCLA from the following 

location 'Facility): 

PARCEL ONE: 
Situated in the Village of Rock Creek, County of 
Ashtabula and State of Ohio and known, bounded and 
described as follows: 

Non-responsive

file:///l-Ui-84-C-OOZ
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And known as a part of Original Morgan Township Lot 
No. 117 and bounded and described as follows: Begin­
ning at an iron pin in the westerly line of the 
Public Highway known as Mechanic Street at the 
northeast corner of lands formerly owned by The Reick-
McJunk in Dairy Company; thence north 89° 40' West 
along the northerly line of said land of said Dairy 
Company, 165.55 feet to the easterly line of lands 
of the P Y & A R R Co.; thence northerly along the 
easterly line of said land of said Railroad Company 
171.61 feet to an iron pin; thence easterly 25.56 
feet to an i r o n pin; thence northerly 7.00 feet to an 
iron pin; thence easterly 140.00 feet' to an iron pin 
in the westerly line of Mechanic Street; thence south-
ly, along the westerly line of Mechanic Street, 
179.58 feet to the place of beginning, containing 
0.795 of an acre of land, be the same more or less, 
but subject to all legal highways. 

PARCEL TWO: 
Situated in the Township of Morgan, County of Ashta­
bula and State of Ohio: And known as being part of 
Lot No. 117 in said township and bounded and described 
as follows: Beginning at an iron pin at the inter­
section of the center line of Mechanic Street with the 
center line of Grove Street; thence southerly along 
the center line of Mechanic Street three hundred (300) 
feet to a point; thence westerly at right angles 
to last described line thirty (30) feet to an iron 
pin; thence in the same course one hundred and forty 
(140) feet to an iron pin; thence southerly at right 
angles with the last described line seven (7) feet 
to an iron pin; thence westerly at right angles with 
the last described line twenty-four and fifty one-hundredths 
(24.50) feet to an iron pin; thence in the same course one 
and thirty-six hundredths (1.36) feet to the east right of 
way line of the P. Y. and A. R. R.,; thence northerly 
along the east right of way of said Railroad three hundred 
sixteen and seventy-nine one hundredths (316.79) feet to 
the center of Grove Street; thence easterly along the 
center of Grove Street one hundred ninety-five and eighty-
one hundredths (195.80) feet to the place of beginning, 
and containing one and thirty-seven hundredths (1.37) 
acres of land. 

This Order directs you to undertake action to protect the 
public from this endangerment. 
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FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

1. Respondent was, during an unspecified time prior to 

and after August 1977, the operator of Western Nurseries Company, 

a reclaimer/recycler of organic waste materials at the Facility. 

During July and August 1977, hazardous substances, including 

those described herein, were transported to, stored and disposed 

of at the Facility. Subsequent to August 1977 Respondent 

vacated the Facility. 

2. The Facility is a two acre rectangular shaped property 

located in Rock Creek, Ashtabula County, Ohio. The property 

consists of several vacated and dilapidated buildings and 

storage silos. The Facility is partially fenced and is abutted 

by two streets, a commercial property and railroad right-of-

way. The Facility is in close proximity to a residential area. 

3. On June 20, 1979, the facility was inspected by Joseph 

Fredle, a duly authorized representative of EPA. At the 

time of his inspection, Mr. Fredle observed the following 

conditions: approximately 500 drums of li'quid and semi-liquid 

material in various stages of deterioration (bulging, rusting 

and leaking). The drums were located in and around an 

unused s z o r a g e building. Mr. Fredle spoke with Respondent and 

determined that the drums contained hazardous substances includ­

ing, but not limited to, toluene, paint thinners, solvents and 

formaldehyde. Fumes from the drums and spills were noted. The 

fumes gave Mr. Fredle a sore throat and headache. 
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4. In February 1980, Mr. Fredle re-inspected the Facility 

and determined that additional drums of waste chemicals had 

been moved to the facility thereby increasing the drum census 

to approximately 1200. Most of these additional drums were 

marked toxic, flammable-toxic, flammable and hazardous. Some 

of the drums were marked perclene, polyraeg, 1,1,1 trichloro-

ethane, methylene chloride, bakelite phenolic plastic, tuluol, 

isopropanol and acetone. 

5. In May 1980, EPA and OEPA representatives collected 

soil, drum and water samples at the Facility. The drum samples 

showed that the contents were ignitable. A soil sample con­

tained 7 parts per million polychlorinated biphenyls. Based 

upon this information and the results of additional sampling 

EPA undertook response action pursuant to section 311 of the 

Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. 1321, and section 104(a) of CERCLA 

to remove the drummed waste and contaminated soil from the 

Facility. 

6. On June 29-30, and July 1, 1983, EPA representatives 

collected additional soil samples at the "Facility to determine 

whether further response action was necessary. The sample", 

results disclose the presence at the Facility of the following 

substances: elevated concentrations of polynuclear aromatic 

hydrocarbons and volatile priority pollutants (primarily, 

trichloroethylene, tetrachloroethylene, ethylbenzene and dimethyl­

benzene isomers). A high value of 8,000 parts per million 

lead was also reported. 
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These substances are "hazardous substances" as defined at 

section JO I(14) of CERCLA and are subject to the terms and 

provisions of that Act. These substances have been released 

into the environment at the Facility. 

7. Exposure to the hazardous substances described above 

may present an imminent and substantial endangerment to the 

public health and welfare. The population at risk includes 

animals and humans, especially children, who may inadvertently 

wander on the Facility's premises and become exposed to the 

hazardous substances in the soil. Exposure to the hazardous 

substances may cause illness or other harmful effects to this 

population. 

In order to protect human health and welfare it is necessary 

that action be taken to restrict access to the Facility. 

ORDER 

Based upon the foregoing determinations and Findings and 

Conclusions, it is hereby Ordered: 

1. Respondent shall, within 10 days of receipt of this 

Order develop and submit to EPA a plan to restrict access 

at the facility. The plan shall include, but is not limited 

to, the construction of a chain link fence, with locking gate, 

on the perimeter of the facility. The fence shall be located 

in accordance with the location denoted on the attached site 

sketch. (Attachment A ) . The fence shall be a least six 

feet high with an additional two feet of barb wire strands 

to further restrict access. 
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2. Respondent shall implement the plan within seven days 

of approval by EPA. In no event shall Respondent begin con­

struction of the fence described above until the specifications 

for the fence have been approved by EPA. Respondent shall 

complete construction of the fence within 21 days of SPA's 

approval of its specifications. 

3. EPA reserves its right to issue additional orders 

to effect response action at the Facility subsequent to the 

effective date of this Order. 

4. Nothing contained in this Order shall attect any right, 

claim or cause of action that any party hereto has against parties 

not subject to this Order. 

5. Nothing contained in this Order shall be construed to 

preclude EPA from seeking legal or equitable relief to enforce 

the terms of this Order, require additional action by Respondent 

to mitigate the hazards at the facility or preclude EPA from 

taking any additional action pursuant to the provisions of 

CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. 9601 et. seq. 

6. All correspondence submitted by Respondent to EPA 

shall be sent by certified mail, return receipt requested, to: 

Pierre Talbert 
Assistant Regional Counsel 
United States Environmental 

Protection Agency (5C-16) 
230 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

7. This Order is effective upon its issuance. 



OPPORTUNITY TO CONFER 

You may, within three calendar days after receipt of this 

Order, orally request a conference with representatives of 

EPA to discuss this Order and its applicability to you. At any 

conference held pursuant to your request, you may appear in 

person and by attorney or other representatives for the purpose 

of presenting any objections, defenses or contentions which you 

may have regarding this Order. If you desire such a conference, 

please contact Pierre Talbert, Assistant Regional Counsel, at 

(312) 886-6839 within the time set forth above. 

PENALTIES FOR NON-COMPLIANCE 

You are advised that willful violation or failure or 

retusal to comply with this Order, or any portion thereof, may 

subject you, by the provisions of section 106(b) of CERCLA [42 

U.S.C. 9605(b)], to a civil penalty of not more than 55,000 for 

each day in which such violation occurs or such failure to 

comply continues. Failure to comply with this Order, or any 

portion thereof, without sufficient cause, may subject you, by 

the provisions of section 107(c)(3) of CERCLA 142 U.S.C. 

9507(c)(3)J, to liability for punitive damages in an amount up 

to three times the amount of any costs incurred by the government 

as a result of your failure to take proper action. 
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Witness my hand in the City of Chicago, State of Illinois, 

as Regional Administrator, on this y. ^, day of t i i u , 

1984. 

UNITED STATES ENVIPvONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGilNC 

BY: /fAfci muiUî  
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DELIVERY ORDER 



DELWERY ORDER r O R EMERGENCY RESPONSE CLEANUP SERVICES 

(This delivery order is issued subject to all terms and conditions of the contract identified in Block 2.) 

1 DATE OF ORDER 2. CONTRACT NUMBER 

/ (T-c?/ - ^ f ^ V 
3. ORDER NUMBER 

^ 
4. TIME OF INITIAL ORDER (If initial order 

was verbal) 
(Specify Time Zone) 

5. DELIVERY ORDER CEILING AMOUNT^ (Obligated i i^ry int) 

/ ^ . J ^) 

V ,;^ ^.., / 

D A M 

^ P M 

6. ACCOUNTING AND APPROPRIATION DATA 
Appropriation Number 

^ ^ J > y c f /V r 

Document Control No. 

P2H^^& 
Account Number 

^/rrr* 7 i •Td 2 r 
Obiect Class 

5) ' 
7a. ISSUED TO: CONTRACTOR (Name. Address, and ZIP Code) 

/ / L / ^ C / y e^ re- •< A i) 

Sa. ISSUED BY: ORDERING OFFICE (Name. Address, and ZIP Code) 

u s e PA, /fe-^ JZ 

7b. PROGRAM MANAGER (Name and Phone Number) 8b. EPA REGION/USCG DISTRICT 

5 ^ 
8c. ZONE 

7c. RESPONSE MANAGER (Name and Phone Number) 8d. ON-SCENE COORDINATOR (Name and Phone Number) 

9. RESPONSE LOCATION (Site Name and/or Address and ZIP Code) 

0 / < / /7)^ I c 
10. CONTRACTOR REQUIRED ON SITE (DateangJime) 

(Specify Time^one) / ] ^ ^ / ' ^ J ^ ' / y B AM 

• ^ ' / " f r , ,C< ' '0 •• - "^ D P M 

11. REQUIRED WORK COMPLETION DATE 

-7^ ' ^ / i 4^.///s^ / f f / 
12. STATEMENT OF WORK 

The Contractor shall furnish the necessary personnel, materials, services, facilities, and otherwise do all things 
necessary for or incident to the performance of the work set forth below: 

i.., A i j ^ / -

13. ORDERING OFFICER 

NAMe;7Tn"LE 
/ ~ -> y ( ^ o 

SIG^IATUR€.y / . 

I [ f a I i i . i i i i 

EPA Form 1900-59 (11 -83) 
ORDERING OFFICER/OSC 

t ^ U.S. GPO 1983—426-222/364 
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TDD FOR TAT 



1. COST 
CENTER: 

3. PRIORITY; 

g HIGH (1) 

D MEDIUM (2) 

D LOW (3) 

T E C H N I C A L D I R E C T I O N D O C U M E N T (TDD) 
O H M E M E R G E N C Y RESPONSE A N D 

SPILL P R E V E N T I O N P R O G R A M 

ROY F . W E S T O N , INC. 1259 

4. SOURCE OF FUNDS: 

S CERCLA (1) 

D 311 (2) 

D OTHER (3) 

5. EPA SITE ID 
(IF APPLICABLE): 

5A. EPA SITE NAME 
(IF APPLICABLE): 

6. COMPLETION 
DATE: 

7. OVERTIME 
APPROVED: 

S YES D NO 

2. NO.: 

2A. TYPE: 

8. REFERENCE 
INFO: 

D YES Q NO 
D ATTACHED 
D PICK UP 

9. GENERAL TASK DESCRIPTION: 

o f a f & n r p pt- n i d M i l 1 . 

TAT to a s s i s t OSC Fred le in ove r see ing c o n s t r u c t i o n 

9A. SPECIAL PROJECT - ESTIMATED COST:. ESTIMATED HOURS:. 

10 SPECIFIC ELEMENTS" ^^^ w i l l ma in ta in s i t e CERCLA paper 

work, monitor c o n t r a c t o r a c t i v i t y and p repare OSC r e p o r t 

upon rnmpleMon of the a c t i o n 

11. INTERIM DEADLINES: 

12. DESIRED REPORT FORM: F O R M A L REPORT Q LETTER REPORT P FORMAL BRIEFING D 

O T H E R (SPECIFY): 

13. COMMENTS: 

14. AUT 

(SIGNATURE) 

16. RECEIVED B Y : ' ^ C C E P T E D ^ A C C E P T E D WITH EXCEPTIONS D REJECTED 

(TATL SIGNATURE) 

15. DATE: 

17. DATE: 

A A i \o\^ lok N i \o\h\dL |p Di 18. DESCRIPTOR M ( L, ^ £ N < L I I I blnl I I l lM 
S h M t 1 W h i n — TATL Copy 
S h M l 2 G r . . n — DPO Copy (Sl8n«<l Hy TATL, R t p l i c t i 0r1g ln« l ) 

Sf)««l 3 C«rv i ry — N P M O Copy 
Sh««t 4 Pink — Pro l^c t OHtc t r Copy 

file:///o/h/dL
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POLREPS 



•v.-^CLN3 

•vpccLs VLKE: 
EATE: : AP .^ IL ^ , 1 9 8 ^ 

FROy.z JOE FhiZDLE, 05C> J S E P . A , REGION \ J , WESTLAKE, OH 
( 8 1 0 - ^ 2 7 - 9 2 5 5 ) 

T O : HEN.RY VAN CLEAVE, E M : R G E N C Y RESPONSE ( 7 1 0 - 8 2 2 - 9 2 6 9 ) 
R 0 3 E R T BO.vTDEN, SRS ( 9 1 0 - 2 2 1 - 5 1 9 1 ) 
DEBBIE 3ERG/G.ARY G I F F O R D , OEPA, TWINS3URG, OH 
P I E R R E TALBERT, 5 0 
r-:ARY TYSON, 5HR 
VA>TE53A KUSGRAVE, 5PA 

S J 3 J E C T : Ii«:t':EDlATE REMOVAL ACTION - FENCING OF OLD ^•ILL S I T E , 
U i S £ S ^ S £ l > l , OHIO 
jl-r '-S ' i t ' ' i -

P O L R E P : ONE 

1 . S I T J A T I O N : 

A . 1 / 3 1 / 8 4 - THE RRT RECOJ^.^ENDED THAT THE OSC PROCEED WITH 
AN It<>:EDIATS REMOVAL ACTION TO FENCE THE S I T E . THE NAIN 
REASON FOR THE FENCING I S THZ HIGH LEAD LE*/EL FCaND ON 
S I T E ( 8 3 0 0 P P ? < ) . 

3 . 2 / 2 4 / 8 4 - AN A D M N I S T R A T I V E ORDER WAS ISSUED TO JACK WEBB 
TC REQUIRE HIM TO FENCE THIE S I T E . A NEGATIVE RESPONSE WAS 
R E C E I V E D . 

C 3 / 7 / 8 4 - THE RA SIGNED THE I^'^•EDIATE REMOVAL R - E 3 J E S T -

ACTION t^EyORANDUr^ AUTHORIZING ? . 1 2 , 0 0 0 TO ERECT A FENCE 
AT T H I S S I T E . 

D . LOCAL C I T I Z E N S AND O F F I C I A L S CONCERNED A 3 0 J T THZ 
F E N C E D - I N S I T E BEING USED AS A STORAGE S I T E FOR HAZARDOUS 
WASTE. Th-EY 'vERE ALSO CONCERNED ABOUT LOOSING LEVERAGE 
TO GET THE S I T E COMPLETELY CLEANED UP UNDER ~HE .REMEDIAL 
PROGRAM. 

2 . ACTIONS T A } < : E N : 

A . ERCS CONTRACTOR TASKED TO GET B I D S FROM SUB-CONTRACTORS 
FOR THE FENCE J O B . THOMAS FENCE COMPANY (ASHTABULA) 
RAD THE LO'vEST B I D . 

3 . 3 / 2 3 / 8 4 - OSC SENT THZ MAYOR A LETTER IN AN ATTEMPT TO 
ALLEVIATE THE CONCERNS ABOUT THE F E N C I N G . 

C 3 / 2 S / 8 4 - SUPERFUND COMMUNITY RELATIONS COORDINATOR 
ISSUED A FACT SHEET UPDATE TO LOCAL R E S I D E N T S . 

D . 4 / 2 / 8 4 - FENCE L I K E I S CLEARED 3Y CONTRACTOR. 

E . 4 / 3 / 8 4 - POST HOLES DUG FOR F E N C E . 



3 . FUTURE PLANS: 

A . 4 /Z1/S4 - POST BEING CEMENTED INTO GROUND. 

B . ^ / 9 / 6 4 - FENCE FABRIC '.'/ILL BE INSTALLED. 

4 . CURRENT PROJECT COSTS: 

A. ? 3 0 0 . 0 0 

5 . RECOMMENDATIONS: 

-A. NONE. 

o . STATUS: 

A. CASE O P E N . 

END I T 

'.'•PCLMB 
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vPCCLE '.'/LFE 
DATE: A P R I L 3 0 , 1 9 8 4 

FROM: JOE FREDLE, O S C , U S E P A , REGION V, "^"ESTLAKE, OH 
( 8 1 0 ) 4 2 7 - 9 2 5 5 

TO: HENRY VAN CLEAVE, EMERGENCY RESPONSE ( 7 1 0 - 8 2 2 - 3 2 6 9 ) 
ROBERT 3 0 V D E N , SRS ( 9 1 0 - 2 2 1 - 5 1 9 1 ) 
D E 3 3 I E BERG/GARY G I F F O R D , OEPA, TWINSBURG, OH 
P I E R R E TALBERT, 5C 
MARY TYSON, 5HR 
VAN"ESSA MUSGRAVE, 5PA 

5 J B J E C T : IMMEDIATE REMOVAL ACTION 
ROCY CREEK, OHIO 

FENCING OF OLD MILL S I T E , 

POLREP: TVO '. FINAL 

1. SITUATION: 

IMMEDIATE REMOVAL ACTION IS FINISHED. 

2. ACTIONS TAHEN: 

4/16/84 - FENCE FULLY ERECTED. 

3. FUTURE PLANS: 

OSC REPORT TO FOLLO^-I. 

4 . CJRRENT PROJECT C O S T S : 

" ? 8 , 0 0 0 . 

5 . R E C 0 ^ ^ E N D A T I 0 N S : 

NONE . 

6 . S T A T U S : 

CASE CLT'SED 

END IT 

;'.r>CLMB 
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1, Daily Summaries 



Di ]LY rj.^.'-.iRT CISr iA rLCAVU." 

Dale: 4 / 2 / 8 4 Ti.-.: Ci.-.-;.nrcCI •'oric: 1020 

F a r i J i t y : Q^̂ Ĵ M i l l S i t e - Rock C r e e k , Ohio 

CD.^t^i-clor(3): Thomas F e n c i n g , I n c . 

Ti.-.c Cc-p]elcd Vork: 1400 

Skidmore E x c a v a t i n g 

T^pe of Frrson.-.;!: 1 o p e r a t o r , 1 foreman 

rt;'.iip--r.cnt U t i l i r r d : 1 - TD 7 I n t e r n a t i o n a l B u l l d o z e r 

Sc=p= of VorW Cc.-pJrlrd 

Cleared and leveled corridor for construction of fence. 

Work completed without incident. 

Cc-'^rrentsi 

Future n-na: 

On 4-3 Thomas Fencing personnel will lay out fenceline and 

drill post holes, 



DilLif rj.".-:iRr CI.=.CLA CLCA.vuP 

Date: 4 / 3 / 8 4 Ti.-.r Z:^--.znzca ':>r\c: 0.915 

F a c i l i t y : Qld M i l l S i t e - Rock Creek , Ohio 

7i-.r Cc.-pleled Vork: 153 5 

Co.^t^i•cto^(s): Thomas F e n c i n g , I n c . 

Type, of Frrson.-.;!: 2 l a b o r e r s ; 1 foreman 

Ftjcip.T.cnt Ul:iiir:?<j: Backhoe w i t h a u g e r 

Pesthole diggers 

Sc=ps of VorV Cc.-.plrtrd: 

Contractor bored all fence post holes (102) and 

initially set 36 line posts. 

CcrirT^ents: 

F u t u r e P l a n a : 

On 4-4, Thomas Fencing personnel will (weather permitting) 

finish excavating fence post holes where rock was incurred, 

initially set the remainder of the fence posts and begin to 

set posts in concrete. 



DiiLr rj.-".iRT cisriA CLCAvu." 

Dale: 4/4/84 Ti.-.r Ĉ.-.-r.-icccJ VD.-k: 1000 

FariJity: Old Mill Site - Rock Creek, Ohio 

Contr*clor(s): Thomas Fencing, Inc . 

7 : -e Cc -p l e l cd Vork: 1430 

T^po of Frrsonr.il: 2 laborers 

Fciviip.-r.ent Utiiirrd: Backhoe with auger 

Pesthole digger 

Scrpe of Vork Cc.-.p]rltd: 

Contractor continued to excavate fence post holes where rock 

was incurred and initially set the remainder of the fence posts. 

Cc--:rrent3: 

F u t u r e P l a n a ; 

On 4-5, Thomas personnel will (weather permitting) set all 

fence posts in concrete. 



D - ] L t rj.'-.^.iRY CIP-CLA CLCAN-U." 

D a t e : 4 / 5 / 8 4 Ti-r Ci-.-.:.-.ccO ••'ork: 0900 T;-c C:;-p3eled Vork: 1545 

Fa r i J i t y : Old M i l l S i t e - Rock C r e e k , Ohio 

Contri-ctorCa): Thomas F e n c i n g , I n c . 

F r e n c h ' s , I n c . 

T^ps of Fcrsonr-.=l: 4 l a b o r e r s 

1 truck driver 

rc;iiip.T.cnt Utilirrd: Honda ATV tricycle w/cart 

Pesthole digger 

Scrps of Vork Cc.T.plrtrd: 

Contractor set a total of 94 line posts and 8 

cornerposts in concrete. 

Cc.-rcr:ents: 

Posts will be allowed to set for 3 days (4-5/4-9) before fabric 

is hung. This will ensure that concrete is set before tension 

is put on posts. 

Future Plans: 

On 4-9, contractor will install top rail and corner braces. 



r 
; DAILY rj.-".iRY CI=CLA CtCAN-U." 
i 

D a l e : 4 / 1 0 / 8 4 Ti - . r Co-.- : . - i rcd --o.-k: 1 0 0 0 Tir-.e C c . - p l e l c d V o r k : 1 ^ 0 0 

F a c i l i t y : o l d M i l l S i t e - Rock C r e e k , Ohio 

ContrsrctorCa): Thomas F e n c i n g , I n c . 

T^pB of Fcrson.-.rl: 2 l a b o r e r s 

Fqii ip-^ent Ut i l i r ^ d : 

1 Come-Along 
1 Hand T o o l s 

Sc=pe of Vork Cc . - .p l r l : rd : 

Contrac tor i n s t a l l e d a l l t o p r a i l . Also i n s t a l l e d a l l corner 

braces with the except ion of those on e a s t e r n most s e c t i o n . 

Three s e c t i o n s of fence were s t r e t c h e d : no r the rn , shor t e a s t e r n 

and d i agona l . 

Cc:;rT:rnt3: 

F u t u r e P l a n a : 

On 4 - 1 1 , c o n t r a c t o r w i l l s t r e t c h remainder of f a b r i c . 



DAILY rj.-.^.ARY CTPriA CLCAN-U." 

D a l e : 4 / 1 1 / 8 . : Ti.-.r Ci.-.T.:.-ircO " -o-k : 0 9 0 0 T i - c r c - p l e l e t J V o r k : 1 3 3 0 

F a c i l i t y : Old M i l l S i t e - Rock C r e e k , Ohio 

Contri-ctorta): Thomas F e n c i n g , I n c . 

Tvpe of Fe.-5onr-.=l: j l a b O 
r e r s 

r ^ u i p - e n t U t i i i r ^ d : 

Come-Along 

Hand T o o l s 

5c=p= of Vork C c . - p l r l r d : 

Contrac tor s t r e t c h e d f a b r i c on western and eas te rn-mos t s e c t i o n s 

of fence. 

Cc:vrT;enta: 

F u t u r e P l a n a : 

On 4-13, contractor will complete installation of fence. 



r 
DAILY rj.'-.''.ARY CI.=.CLA CLCA.NUP 

Dale: 4/13/8' Ti.-.r Ci.-.-i.-icrfl Vork: 1020 Tir-.e Zz-piclciS Vork: 1630 

Facility: old Mill Site - Rock Creek, Ohio 

Co.itri-ctorCa): Thomas Fencing/ Inc. 

TvpB of Fcrson.-.il: 2 laborers 

rc;iiip.-r.cnt utilized: 

Come-Along 

Hand Tools 

5c=pe of Vork F'-pl^lrd: 

Contractor installed all fence ties (^^1200) and 

stretched 3 strands of barbed wire along west and 

north sides of site. Contractor also installed main 

gate and corrected height of cornerpost (? SW corner. 

Cc.-^rr^enta: 

Contractor did not complete all work on fence 

i today as tentatively agreed upon. 

Future Plana: 

On 4-16, contractor will stretch the remainder of the barbed 

wire, install the panel at SE corner of site, and make final 

adjustments to fence. 



• DAILY rj.".-.ARY CIF.CLA CLCAXU." 
i 

Date: 4/16/8 Ti-.r Ci---ncre Vork: 1010 l:-c Tc-pletcd Vork: 1500 

Facility: Old Mill Site - Rock Creek, Ohio 

Contri-ctorCa): Thomas Fencing, Inc. 

T.PB of Frrson..=l: ^ laborers 

rqiiip-cnt Utili::^d: 

Come-Along 

1 Hand Tools 

5c:rpe of Vork Cc.-plrlrd: 

1 Contractor stretched 3 strands of barbed wire on east side ot 

site, installed panel SE corner of site, stretched 8' section 

1 of fabric at SE corner of site, installed new drop bar in main 

gate, installed fence post caps and "No Trespassing" signs and 

1 _ . made final adjustments to fence. 
1 Cc.-:r̂ enta: 

Fence is completed, without incident. Thomas Fence gave 

Future Plans: 

None 



2. Personnel Entry and Exit Log 



?£R5D.\.VE:L ENTRY AVD EXIT LDC 

Time 

In 

Liooo 

1000 

i 1020 

1020 

Out 

1045 

1430 

1400 

Name 

Glen Thomas 

Tim Skidmore 

Vork Site: Old Mill - Rock Creek 
Date: April 2, 1984 

Repr=scnting 

Thomas Fencing 

Skidmore Excavating 

Joe Fredle | U.S. EPA | 

1400 1 Scott Springer 

1300 1 1415 

1 

1 1 
i 
1 

TAT - Weston 

Glen Thomas | Thomas Fencing 

1 

1 

1 1 
1 



PERSDN.VEL ENTRY AND EXIT LOG 

, 

Time 

In 

0915 

0915 

0915 

1010 

1230 

1 

Out 

1040 

1535 

1535 

1200 

1550 

1 

1 

1 
1 
1 
1 

Name 

Glen Thomas 

Drew Thomas 

Work Site: Old Mill-Rock Creek 
Date: April 3, 1984 

Rcprrsenting 

Thomas Fencing 

Thomas Fencing 

Gary Scott Thomas Fencing 

Scott Springer 

Scott Springer 

1 1 
1 

TAT - Weston 

TAT - Weston 

1 



PER5DN.NEL ENTRY AND EXIT LOG 

Time 

In 

1 0 0 0 

100.0 

1 0 1 5 

Out 

1430 

1430 

1440 

1 

1 
1 

1 

Name 

Drew Thomas 

P a u l D i b e n n e d e t t o 

S c o t t S p r i n g e r 

Vork Si te : Old M i l l - R o c k Creek 
Date: A p r i l 4 , 1984 

Rcpr=scnting 

Thomas F e n c i n g 

Thomas F e n c i n g 

TAT - Weston 

1 

I 
1 



PEH5D.N.NEL ENTRY AND EXIT LOG 

Time 

In 

0900 

0900 

0900 

1010 

1200 

1205 

Out 

1550 

1550 

1550 

1355 

1550 

1600 

1 

Name 

Drew Thomas 

Gary Scott 

Dan Kuehn 

Floyd Bowditch 

Paul Dibennedetto 

Scott Springer 

1 1 

Vork Site: Old Mill-Rock Creek 
Date: "April b, 1984 

Representing 

Thomas Fencing 

Thomas Fencing 

Thomas Fencing 

French's, Inc. 

Thomas Fencing 

TAT - Weston 

i 1 
1 

1 

1 1 
1 1 



PERSDN.NEL ENTRY AND EXIT LOG 

Time 

In 

' l O O O 

1 0 0 0 

Out 

1600 

1600 

Name 

Vork Si te : Old M i l l - R o c k Creek 
Date: A p r i l 10 , 1984 

Representing 

Drew Thomas j Thomas F e n c i n g j 

P a u l D i b e n n e d e t t o Thomas F e n c i n g 

1 

1 1 1 
1 

1 
1 1 

1 1 

I 1 
1 1 

1 



PERSD.N.vEL ENTRY AND EXIT LOG 

Time 

In 

1 0900 

0900 

Out 

1330 

1330 

1 

Name 

Vork Si te : Old M i l l - R o c k Creek 
1 Date: A p r i l 1 1 , 1984 

1 R e p r e s e n t i n g 

Drew Thomas j Thomas F e n c i n g 

P a u l D i b e n n e d e t t o Thomas F e n c i n g 

1 

1 
1 1 1 

1 

1 1 
1 1 



?L?.5DNSEL ENTRY AND EXIT LOG 

Time 

In 

1000 

1020 

1020 

1045 

Out 

1010 

1630 

1630 

1640 

Name 

Scott Springer 

Drew Thomas 

Paul Dibennedetto 

Scott Springer 

Vork Site: 01^ Mill-Rock Creek 

Date: April 1^ 1 ̂ ^̂ 4 

Ecprrscnting 

TAT - Weston 

Thomas Fencing 

Thomas Fencing 

TAT - Weston 

1 

1 

1 

1 
1 

1 

1 
1 1 i 



?LR5D.N.NEL ENTRY AND EXIT LOG 

Time 

In 

1 0 1 0 

1 0 1 0 

1 0 2 0 

Out 

1500 

1500 

1545 

1 
1 

1 
1 1 
1 

1 
1 

1 
1 
1 
1 

1 1 

Name 

Drew Thomas 

P a u l D i b e n n e d e t t o 

S c o t t S p r i n g e r 

Work Si te : Old M i l l - R o c k Creek 
Date: A p r i l 16 , 1984 

Representing 

Thomas Fence Co. 

Thomas Fence Co, 

TAT - Weston 

1 

. 

1 ! 

1 1 
i 1 

1 
1 1 



3. Equipment and Materials Entry Log 



iCv:?^.ZSl AS'D CXPf.CABLE ^ . -Ur^ALS [.VTRY tnC vorit 5Uc: Old M i H - R o c k Creek 
S:t.:.SoilJ N T̂̂  " 

Dale 

4/2 

4/3 

4/4 

4/5 

4/10 

4/11 

Ti.-nc 

nnnn 
1 

|o915 

0915 

0915 

0915 

0915 

1000 

1000 

1000 

1000 

0900 

0900 

0900 

1010 

Ccv-'ip.-rnt or r.atrrials Cnlrrino Sjle 

TD-7 International Dozer 

1 Ford 600 Flatbed truck 

Twin axle trailer for backhoe 

Chevrolet 30 dumptruck 

Backhoe w/auger 

Pickup truck 

1 
Ford 600 Flatbed truck 

Twin axle trailer for backhoe 

Chevrolet 30 dumptruck 

Backhoe w/auger 

Chevrolet 30 dumptruck 

Pickup truck 

Honda ATV tricycle w/cart 

Cement truck 

Cuantity 

1 

• 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 
1000 1 Ford 600 Flatbed truck j 1 

1000 

0900 

0900 

1 
1 

Chevrolet 30 dtimptruck 
1 

1 1 
1 

Ford 600 Flatbed truck | 1 

Chevrolet 30 dumptruck 1 

1 1 1 



f CL';?".!:^! A\D CXPC>CABLE ".ilCfllALS EMRY LCC 

Da te 

4/13 

4/16 

1 
1 1 

Ti.Tie 

1020 

1010 

1 1 
1 1 

VorV s u e : Old ^ i l l - R o c k Creek 
S ^ r r . S p i l l S o . : 

CoL-ip,-.rnt or M a t e r i a l s E n t e r i n g S i r e 

Chevrolet 30 dumptruck 

Chevrolet 30 dumptruck 

Q u a n t i t y 

1 

1 

' 

! 

1 
1 

J 
1 

1 1 

1 
1 

1 

1 
1 

1 
1 
1 

1 

1 



APPENDIX G 

1900-55 FORMS 



\ ^ :A 
Form Approved ^ 
OMB Approval No. 201 \8S 
Expirat ion Date: 6 30-AN / 

US ENVIRONMENTAL PnOTECTION AGENCY 
HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE RESPONSE FUND 

CONTRACTOR COST REPORT 

CONTRACTOR PERSONNEL REPORT 

CONTRACTOR 

P F ^ C o B n •>/- o ^ /T) <r^ t^ I 

ASSIGNMENT NUMBER 

CONTRACT NUMBER 

DATE 

1. EMPLOYEES ASSIGNED 2. WORK CLASSIFICATION 

3. HOURLY LABOR 
RATE 

REGULAR OVERTIME 

4. HOURS 
EMPLOYED 

FROM TO BREAK 
TIME 

6. T O T A L 
HOURS 

REGU­
LAR 

OVER­
TIME 

7. T R A V E L AND 
SUBSISTENCE 

COSTS 

8. TOTAL 
PERSONNEL 

COSTS 

TOTAL PERSONNEL COSTS - o -
EPA Form 1900-55(1-82) Original — On-Scene Coordinator 

Copy 1 — Contractor 
Copy 2 — Procurement 

Page 1 o< 4 



\2 J ^ 

CONTRACTOR-OWNED EQUIPMENT/MATERIALS REPORT 

CONTRACTOR 

PrOC«.- h n j : r e n m c n t r j 
ASSIGNMENT NUMBER 

- ^ 
CONTRACT NUMBER 

i fS 'O / ' ^ 8 ^ ^ 
DATE 

/4P/?/^ Z ^ , / 9 S 4 

9. EQUIPMENT USED 

10. HOURS USED 

FROM TO 

11 . 
COST 
PER 

HOUR 

12. 
TOTAL 
HOURS 

13. 
T O T A L 
COST 15. MATERIALS USED 16. QUANTITY 

17. 
TOTAL 
COST 

14. T O T A L EQUIPMENT COSTS — o 18. T O T A L M A T E R I A L COSTS — o -
EPA Form 1900-55 (1-82) Original — On-Scene Coordinator 

Copy 1 — Contractor 
Copy 2 — Procurement 

Page 2 of 4 



•o- v . ^ 
SUBCONTRACTOR REPORT 

CONTRACTOR 

ASSIGNMENT NUMBER 

CONTRACT NUMB^>,-..'^ 

&9 ' 0 / - z^894 
DATE 

/<P/?/^ ^ ^ , /984 

19. SUBCONTRACTOR NAME 

/ ho?no^ / -e / iee C o 

22. T O T A L SUBCONTRACT COSTS 

20. WORK riESCRIPTION 

C I e a r - f 3> r ^sk Pc"^ 

HA/^o^/'^a QMAP^QICC^VJ 

21.SUBCONTRACT 
AMOUNT 

7^0<7.24 

3^?O.CJ0 

2 3-1-28 

$SM6y.5Z 

23. REMARKS 

^ B / ^ ^ . S Z 

24. CONTRACT CEILING AMOUNT 

25. T O T A L ESTIMATED CONTRACT COSTS TO DATE 

26. T O T A L ESTIMATED COSTS TO COMPLETE CONTRACT 

* / 0 OOD.OO 

'̂  8l̂ k'> s z 
$/S53_^S 

I certify that tliis report is a true and complete record of the labor, supervision, travel, equipment, materials, and 
subcontractors which I ordered and authorized f rom the contractor in the performance of the above-cited 
contract. 

I certify that this report is a true and complete record of the labor, supervision, travel, 
equipment, materials, and subcontractors provided by the contractor in the perform­
ance of the above-cited contract. 

Signature of OSC Representative Time Arrived on 
Scone 

Time Departed Signature of Contraclor's Authorized Reptosentative Date 

yz4/e4 
EPA 66rm 1900-55 (1-82) Original — On-Sceno Coordinator 

Copy 1 — Contractor 
Copy 2 — Procurement 

Pago 3 of 4 



No 1414 
SKIDMORE EXCAVATING 

1751 Route 307 East 

JEFFERSON. OHIO 44047 

Phone 576-9288 

/ ' J O B PHONF 

JOB NAME"/LOCATI0N 

DATE OF ORDER " \ 

/ 

. / 

TO 

ORDER T A K E N BY 

DESCRJPTION 

d'^z3£ „ Ml/>MS<j&.^.:-A^^^^ 

P^CA P ^ X - ?V.r tH'i^-jMi 

;• ^ • ; " ; ';; ' - T ] ; ;• j ; ; ; ; •;_ 

- ^ - C ' . ^ ^ ^ : ^ r f - ' ' . < C ^ C ^ .._...-^ <LC>r(^'^<-^ 

LABOR 

WORK ORDERED BY 

HOURS 

DATE C O M P L E T E D 

R/ 

PvEC'D 

OKFO.'^ 

PAYMENT. 

V(^r: 

PER V - ' - - - - ; - • 

TEPM AMOUiU-

BKP 

-A " ^ r ^ 

LA JOR 

'̂ Tbank'̂ ou 
SIGNATURE (t hei 
completion of the 

^ iL. 
TC TAL MATERIAL 

TOTAL LABOR 

TAX 

PAY THIS AMOUNTS 

A M O U N T 

4:. 
y^^'^i 

4: 
'3(^(P, 

^ 

V ^ 
sby acknowledge the satisfactory / " ^ 

j n j i ^ . fTT •̂ v -•••'^••'^-- f 7 * . A : -*™!f-,C•*-i.;X^fc.l5,-

' ^ , ^ . y 
- . . • . . . _ , ' . . ' ' . • ' . • . i 

JMk^iflMiC-hMbUi - r ' r — • • - - • ^ ' - ' - * -

sa wm m i m m m 

- - . ; - r i ^ . ; i = , . = A . 

:r^^;5^^^£ 

i i j . I • ' m ^ aWr'' liar McMfa iawai i 

>./L^/^ 

-̂ mmmmmm mmmmmm 

ir.X^^ 

£^^^ ŝm 



Ashtabula County (216) 998-4747 
Lake County (216) 942-8548 

5515 WOODMAN AVENUE ASHTABULA. OHIO 44004 

CUSTOMER 
ORDER NO. 

PEI-84-8^^^6-100if 

DATE 
COMPLETED BILLING 

Apr. 16,198^ 

j REC'D 

j OK FOR 
PAYMENT, 

y^v^ 

^ / ^ ^ ^ d 
i CHG 
FN 

BKP 
A/C # 

Pedco environmental, Inc 
Old Mill Site/Rock Creek, Ohio 

Installation of 1,002' chain 
link fence. 

20 extra ft..26.75 S 'l3^-60 
$7,609.24 

Thank You. 

V-/a-S'| 

PAYMENT EXPECTED WITHIN 10 DAYS, OTHERWISE V/2% PER MONTH WILL BE ADDED TO BALANCE 

"SBBP " • • " • t W * * -^^^44Jl|^Bjj45iiU ' "-•• • • ' ' ; ' ; ? ' ^ • . i ? i ; - i ' . ^ - ' » ' ^ ? ^ ^ ^ " ^ - ^ ^ 

3 Q R S S ^ 5 ^ 
T!WP 

..%;i^SP*%?5**r^-' 

mm 
' '.'J^.iiri'i)'^-''-': mimmn MaMMNMMMn|9f«r 

"- '^-• ' ' ' • • y . v . r ' i ^ i i ^ , , . : 

~ ~ — ~ — ' * ~ - ^ ' -- — y I I If • Vi I I I 1 I 

'•r^t^Sf&S!^: >^l;lr;?ig^Kfe;*^;r«^;>;^-i?^^ 5^v\;5»rt>;;^3;i.-/-5^ -v3»3»=i* ' ia3T(>i , 



APPENDIX H 

CLEANUP CONTRACTOR INVOICES CERTIFIED BY OSC 



PEDCO ENVIRONMENTAL 
lt<»99 CHESTER ROAD CINCINNATI. OHIO 4 5 2 4 6 

soiDTO: U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL 

«TI£llTlOlt: 

lEBHJ: 

OLD MILL/ROCK CREEK 

CATEGORY 

Labor 

T r a v e l h Subs i s t ence 

Equipment Usage 

Mater ials 

Transportat ion 

Disposal 

Sampling/Analysis 

Subcontract Services 

Other 

TOTAL INVOICE 

PROTECTION AGENCY 

NET CISH UPON PBESfKTiTIOH 

" ' " 4/29/84 
nvoici NO. 1004-1 

OUB OUDSII NO. P N - 1 0 0 4 

tusT o»DE« NO. 68-01-6894 
D.O. *6894-05-0O04 

OF INVOICE 

PERFORfWICE PERIOD 4 / 2 4 / 8 4 

CURRENT 

s 0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8,146.52 

$8,146.52 

CUMULATIVE 

$ 0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

8 ,146 .52 

$8 ,146 .52 

CERTIFICATION: I CERTIFY THAT THIS INVOICE IS CORRECT A-;3 IN ACCORDANCE 
WITH TERMS OF THE CONTRACT AMD THAT THE COSTS INCLUDED K l?. lV\ HAVE BEEN 
INCURRED, REPRESENT PAYMENTS MADE BY THE CONTRACTOR, A',D PROPERLY REFLECT 
THE WORK PERFORMED. 

/ / Sig 
Control ler 

T i t l e 

1 M ¥ @ l © 
CERTIFICATION 

I CERTIFY TO THE BEST OF HY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF THAT THE SERVICES 
SHC'/N ON THE INVOICE HAVE BEEN PERFORMED AND ARE ACCEPTED. 

Bate, 
^ 

Signature 

5/L-V 



APPENDIX I 

TAT COSTS 



TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE TEAM COSTS 

Item Amount ($) 

Personnel Costs 2814.84 

Travel Costs 28.00 

TOTAL 204 2.84 •*• 

-'-Total costs through June 8, 1984. 



APPENDIX J 

PHOTOGRAPHS 



1,2. Skidmore Excavating clearing corridor for 
fence on western side of the site. 



3,4. Skidmore Excavating clearing corridor for 
fence on the eastern sides of the site. 



5,6. Thomas Fence personnel drilling post holes 
with mechanical auger. 



7,8. Line posts initially set on the north and 
west and on the east sides of the site, 
respectively. 

It 

.,Ŵ " 



9,10. Line and corner parts being set iTi cement, 

/ 

^^^- ' ^^3|^^^^B| ' 'VH^H^V 



11. Thomas Fence personnel siting for proper 
placement of posts. 

12. Cement truck on west side of site. Note use 
of ATV tricycle and cart to haul cement to 
each post hole. 



13. Thomas Fence personnel making final adjust­
ments to placement of fence posts. 

14. Thomas Fence personnel stretching barbed 
wire on western section of fence. 



15. Southeast corner of fence. Note 3 foot 
filler panel from fence to building. 

16. View of eastern fence line adjacent to 
Mill Street. 



17,18. View of diagonal fence line and 12 foot 
main gate, respectively. 



19. View of eastern fence line adjacent to 
abandoned lumber supply building. 

20. View of northern fence line. 



21,22. View of western fence line. 



23. View of union of western fence line and 
existing fence belonging to the Rock 
Creek Aluminum Company. 



APPENDIX K 

SUMMARY OF SAMPLING ACTIVITIES 
AND ANALYTICAL RESULTS 



\!;^;t^01S3-^[^ Suiic 1501, Norihbrook Ollicc C~x)un 
666 W'csi Dundfc Road, Korthhrook, IL 60062 • (312) 498-9094 

rh( HNI(..\L ASJ,1S I ANCE TEA.W FOR EMERGENCY RESPONSE Rh.\iO\Al. AND PREVENTION 
hI'A (ONTRACT 68-01-6669 

Mr. Joseph Fredle February 14, 1984 
On-Scene Coordinator 
U.S. EPA, Region V TAT-05-F-00267 
Eastern District Office 
25089 Center Ridge Road 
Westlake, OH 44145 

Refer ence: TDD# 5-8306-13 
Old Mill Site Sample Collection and Analytical 
Efforts 

Dear Mr. Fredle: 

This letter report is in response to your request for a sum­
mary of the sampling activities and subsequent sample analy­
ses performed after the completion of immediate removal oper­
ations at the Old Mill Site in Rock Creek, Ohio. 

Some of the information contained within was presented to you 
in a letter report dated October 18, 1983. This was done to 
provide you with a single document summarizing all phases of 
the sample collection, sample analysis and data interpreta-
t i on efforts. 

Sample Collection 

Prior to actual sample collection, a sampling plan had to be 
developed to accurately assess the extent and magnitude of 
soil contamination resulting from previous activities on the 
site. On Wednesday, June 22, 1983, Joe Fredle, Mark Henke 
(Technical Assistance Team - T A T ) , Debbie Berg (Ohio EPA) and 
Gary Gifford (Ohio EPA) met and devised a sampling plan for 
the collection of soil samples. This plan was formally pre­
sented in a memo dated June 23, 1983, from the Technical 
Assistance Team to Robert Bowden (see Attachment A ) . 

During the period of June 29 through July 1, 1983, TAT mem­
bers Mike Hessling and John Dourjalian conducted environmen­
tal sampling in accordance with the sampling plan. All sam­
ple locations were recorded via measurements from fixed 
points, such as buildings or railroad tracks. These loca­
tions are presented in Attachment B. 

Roy F. Weston, Inc. 
SPILL PREVENTION & EMERGENCY RESPONSE DIVISION 
In Associat ion with J acobs Eng inee r ing G r o u p Inc., Te i r a Tech, Inc. , and I C F I n c o r p o r a t e d 



Mr. Joseph F r e d l e - 2 - February 1 4 , 1984 

On June 2 9 , a total of 40 surface soil samples were taken. 
Because of rain the following day, TAT was able to obtain 
just 8 samples at depths of 1 and 3 feet. It was at this 
time that TAT obse r v e d the presence of a high water table. 
Water was observed at the 1 and 2 foot levels at 19 sample 
locations and at the 3 and 4 foot levels at 2 sample loca­
t i o n s . In addition to the presence of the high water table, 
TAT samplers also observed the presence of a dark, o r g a n i c , 
c r e o s o t e - l i k e liquid at sample station number 4. One noted 
variance from the sampling plan which was exercised on both 
June 30 and July 1 was the change in sampling depth from 4 
feet to 3 feet at 4 sample l o c a t i o n s . This was due to the 
s a m p l e r s ' i n a b i l i t y to reach the 4 foot depth because of the 
rather shallow o c c u r r e n c e of hard clay and rocks. 

Sample Analys i s 

After the samples had been c o l l e c t e d , TAT co o r d i n a t e d efforts 
to have them a n a l y z e d . TAT grouped the samples according to 
the type of an a l y s i s which was to be performed and sent them 
to various l a b o r a t o r i e s , d e p e n d i n g on their c a p a b i l i t i e s and 
sample turnaround t i m e . The three sample groups are Orga­
n i c s , Inorganics and EP T o x i c i t y . The following discussion 
summarizes the pertinent information regarding the sample an­
alysis o f e a c h g r o u p . 

A total of 42 s a m p l e s were taken for organic a n a l y s i s . Orig­
inal plans called for VIAR Analysis of these samples on a 
30-day t u r n - a r o u n d . H o w e v e r , due to an existing heavy work 
load at CLP L a b o r a t o r i e s , only 20 of the 42 samples could be 
accepted and processed within the desired time f r a m e . As a 
r e s u l t , 20 samples were sent to a CLP La b o r a t o r y (Mead 
C o m p u / C h e m ) and the remaining 22 samples were sent to the Roy 
F. Weston L a b o r a t o r y in West C h e s t e r , P e n n s y l v a n i a . These 
samples were sent to the laboratories on July 13 and July 1 7 , 
198 3 , r e s p e c t i v e l y . Analyses of the samples sent to Weston 
were performed under a TAT Special Project (TDD# 5 - 8 3 0 7 - S 3 ) . 

Analytical results of the 20 samples tested by Mead C o m p u / 
Chem were received at the Central Regional Lab and the Re­
gion V Eastern District Office on October 6 and October 18, 
1 9 8 3 , r e s p e c t i v e l y . Analytical results of the 22 samples 
tested by the Roy F, Weston Laboratory were obtained by the 
Region V Eastern District Office and the Rocky River TAT of­
fice as they b e c a m e a v a i l a b l e . With the exception of the 
vol a t i l e analyses r e s u l t s , all organic analyses results were 
received by November 2 3 , 1983. The volatile analyses were 



\ ^ D I ^ o 1 

Mr. Joseph Fredle -3- February 14, 1984 

delayed because of equipment failure at the Weston Labora­
tory. To expedite the testing process, Weston sent the desi­
gnated samples to Cambridge Laboratory on October 3, 1983. 
However, discussion with informed EPA and TAT personnel re­
vealed that the shelf life of samples being tested for vola-
tiles is a maximum of one month. Subsequent to these discus­
sions, Joe Fredle cancelled the request f o r volatiles analy­
ses at Cambridge Laboratory. 

On July 18, 1983, a total of 36 samples were sent to the 
R o c k y Mountain Analytical Laboratory (RMA) for inorganic ana­
lysis. The analytical results are displayed in Attachment D, 
They were received at the Central Regional Laboratory (CRL) 
on August 29, 1983, and were subsequently transmitted to the 
Eastern District Office. The results have not been reviewed 
by CRL staff to date because of resource constraints. How­
ever, Chuck Elly (CRL) indicated that, because the analyses 
were performed by RMA, he believes the results are accurate. 
If the results must be reviewed, the Eastern District Office 
must contact Robert Bowden and have him write a memorandum to 
Curtis Ross (CRL) requesting a formal review of the data. 

Four samples were taken at 
EP Toxicity analysis. The 
Analytical Laboratories, Inc., on 
subsequently analyzed for 8 metals 
analytical results are displayed in 
received at CRL on August 12, 1983, 
to be acceptable for use. 

locations #3, #6, #7 and #21 for 
samples were sent to California 

July 13, 1984, and were 
and 6 herbicides. The 
Attachment E. They were 
and have been determined 

Data Interpretation 

As the data became available, Joe Fredle began assessing the 
need for an additional immediate removal at the Old Mill 
Site. To assist him in this effort were staff from both 
state and federal agencies, including Debbie Berg (Ohio E P A ) , 
Gregg Kulma (U.S. E P A ) , George Prince (U.S. EPA-Emergency 
Response Team) and Louise Fabinski (Health and Human Services 
- Centers for Disease Control). These officials were 
provided with summaries of the analytical results in forms 
similar to those found in Attachments C through E. 



Mr. Joseph Fredle February 14, 1984 

If you have any further questions regarding the sample col­
lection, sample analysis results, or data interpretation ef­
forts , please call. 

Very truly ours, 

ROY F. WESTON, INC. 

Scott Springer 
Assistant Technic a 1 
Assistance Team Leader 

KSS:amp 

Attachment s 

Kurt S. St impson 
Technical Asistance Team 
Leader, Region V 



ATTACHMENT A 

Sampling Plan for Soil Scimples at 

Old Mill Site in Rock Creek, Ohio 



R S" 
UNA 201 

he )07, Suburban West Building 
20800 Center Ridge Road, Rocky R.vcr, OH 44116 • (216) 356-2130 

TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE TE.AM FOR EMERGENCY RESPONSE RE.MOVAL AND PREVENTION 
EPA CONTRACT 68-01-6669 

\ TO: Robert Bovden 23 June 1983 
I 

FROM: Technical Assistance Team TAT-15-F-00010 

VIA: Jack Thorsen 

RE: Sampling Pl̂ lIl for Soil Samples at Old Mill Site 
in Rock Creek, Ohio 

TAT vas tasked by "D.S, EPA-OSC Joe Fredle to complete a study and. 
sampling plan for soil samples at the Old "Mill Site in Rock Creek, 
Ohio. The TDD also tasked TAT to arrajige for VTAR Analysis of 
approximately 40 samples on a 30 day turnaround. The sampling 
should be completed by 8 July 1983, The final report will be due 
two weeks after the results are available. 

On V?ednesday, 22 June 1983 TAT member Nark Henke ajid Joe Fredle 
met with Debbie Burge of the Ohio EPA. A sampling plan and -map 
was devised during the disctission. (see Taap) . Sample locations nl-
9 (circles on map) will require a soil (snrfacel scrape, a seimple 
at the one foot depth and a sample at the four foot depth. The sam­
ples will be analyzed for an Organic CLP and an Inorganic CLP. At 
locations w 3 , #6 and n7 an EP Toxicity sample will be taken by com­
bining equal amounts at the surface and one foot level. All of these 
samples will be analyzed. Sample locations SlO-20 (triangles on map) 
will require a soil (surface) scrape and a sa^nple at the one foot 
depth only. These samples vlll also be analyzed for an Organic CLP ' 
and an Inorganic CLP but only the soil surface scrapes will be anal­
yzed. 

Each Organic CLP and Inorganic CLP might require an 8 oz. sample as 
will the three EP Toxicity samples. A total of 52 samples will be 
taken but only 41 will be analyzed. This does not include the field 
and lab reagent blank. 

The map locations are approximate locations only. The e^cact locations 
of the sample points will be determined, measured and documented in 
the presence of Joe Fredle. 

The samples will be taken by the means of a shovel, a hollow-stem 
auger or a slambar with possibly the aid of a gas-powered beaver. 

Roy F. Weston, Inc 
SPILL PREVENTION A EMERGENCY R E S P O N S E DIVISION 
In Association with Jacobs Engineering Group I n c , Tct ra Tech, Inc., and ICF Incorporated 



The sampling devices will be decontaminated after each sample. This 
also includes decontamination inbetween the varied soil sampling depths. 
Great care will be used to ensure no cross-contanination via the chosen 
sampling devise or from the top layer of soil reaching the bottom layer 
during digging. Extensive field notes will be taken since the results 
of the sampling will determine the quantity of soil which should be re­
moved. This operation also has potential for imposing presidence on 
future soil removal operations of the same magnitude within Region V. 

Action levels for the contaminants believed to be on site have never 
been determined. The ERT personnel will review the levels of contamin­
ation once the results are available and aid EPA in determining the ex­
tent of soil removal. 

Past sampling data Cll-16-82) reveals organic contamination as high as 
5800 ppm. This will also Tae reviewed and compared to the new data 
when determining the quantity of soil to be excavated, Biodegradiation 
and photodegradiation will also be reviewed between the separate samp­
ling dates of the soil (surface) scrapes. This will be helpf-ul in 
determining the present level of dangerous compounds on site. 

The samples will be shipped to the predesignated VIAR lab via Emery 
Express, 

Very truly 

Alark E. Henke 

MEH/sb 

cc: Joe Fredle 
Enclosures 
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Â  

A' II. A' I 

® 

X 

X 

A 
BLBO-. 

©• 0LD6. 

RoKD 

r 

A2' 
IXlVtUM 

K 

X 

A i4 
ST«fl,Ke.e ® 
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ATTACHMENT B 

Sample Locations 



SAr-',PLE LOCATIONS 

Sample Location No. 

1 

Location Description 

50' due west of the northwest corner of the building 
in the southeast comer of the site. 

7 

8 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

12' due west and approximately 45' north of the western 
wall of the storage building. 

Approximately 15' south and 10' west of the southern 
most tip of the eastern most silo. 

Approximately 25' east and 10' north of the northwest 
corner of the grain mill building. 

30' due north of the northwest corner of the grain 
mill building and 3' due west of this transect line. 

30' due north of a point equidistant between the two 
most western silos. 

9' due north of the second most eastern silo. 

6' due north and 17' due west of the northern gate 
post along the eastern fenceline. 

Approximately 15' due south and 20' due west of the 
southeast corner of the building in the northwest 
corner of the site. 

Approximately 25' due south of the southwest corner of 
the southern wall of the grain mill building. 

3* due north and 6' due west of the northwest corner of 
the building in the southeast corner of the site. 

8' due north and 10' due east of the northeast corner 
of the second most eastern wall of the grain mill 
building. 

4* due west and approximately 10' north of the south­
west corner of the storage building. 

14' due west and approximately 60' due north of the 
southeast corner of the site. 

15 3' due south and 2' due west of the northwest corner 
of the storage building. 



SAMPLE LOCATIONS ( c o n t i n u e d ) 

Sample L o c a t i o n No. 

16 

17 

18 

19 

Location Description 

20 

21 

Approximately 25' due north of the northwestern corner 
of the grain mill building. 

3' due west and approximately 240' due north of the 
intersection of the railroad tracks and the site's 
southern fenceline. 

26' due south of the most southwest corner of the 
building in the northwest corner of the site. 

Approximately 100' due north of a point equidistant 
between the two most western silos. 

6' due north of the northern edge of the on-site 
drive and approximately 75' west of the eastern 
fenceline. 

5' due north of the northern edge of the road 
bordering the site on the north and approximately 
50' from the intersection directly to the east. 



ATTACHMENT C 

Results of Organics Analyses 

of Grab Soil Samples from 

Old Mill Site, Rock Creek, Ohio 
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Ĵ esults of Organics Analyses of Grab Soil Samples (ppb) 

Old Mill Site - Rock Creek, Ohio 
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Results of Organics Analyses of Grab Soil Samples (ppb) 

Old Mill Site - Rock Creek, Ohio 
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Results of Organics Analyses of Grab Soil Samples (ppb) 

Old Mill Site - Rock Creek, Ohio 
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Results of Organics Analyses of Grab Soil Samples (ppb) 

Old Mill Site - Rock Creek, Ohio 
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Old Mill Site - Rock Creek, Ohio 
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ATTACHMENT D 

Results of Metals Analyses of 

Grab Soil Samples from 

Old Mill Site, Rock Creek, Ohio 



KSSUJ-tS UL n e i - a x s rtiiaxjoco ^^ 

Grab Soil Samples (""m.) 

Old Mill Site - Rock Creek, Ohio 

'̂ MijfC l3fJlU , 

SLdtion number / Traffic report number - ME09 



ATTACHMENT E 

Results of EP Toxicity Analyses 

of Grab Soil Samples from 

Old Mill Site, Rock Creek, Ohio 



Results of EP Toxicity Analyses of 

Grab Soil Samples (mg/L in Leachate) 

Old Mill Site - Rock Creek, Ohio 

Station No. CY13S40 

Sample Location 3 

Sample Identification 

CY13S41 

6 

CY13S41 

6 

CY13S42 

7 

CY13S43 

21 

Parameter 

•Organics 
Endrin 
Lindane 
Methoxychlor 
Toxaphene 
2,4-0 
2,4,5-TP 

<'0.0025 
<0.04 
<1 
< 0 . 0 5 
<0.4 
*0 .04 

* 0 . 0 0 2 5 
« 0 . 0 4 
< 1 
< 0 . 0 5 
< 0 . 4 
< 0 . 0 4 

<0 .0025 
<0 .04 
*1 
« 0 . 0 5 
* 0 . 4 
* 0 . 0 4 

< 0 . 0 0 2 5 
< 0 . 0 4 
<1 
<0 .05 
«0 .4 
< 0 . 0 4 

<0 .0025 
*0 .04 
<1 
<0 .05 
<0 .4 
<0 .04 

•Inorganics 
Arsenic 
Barium 
Calmium 
Chromium 
Lead 
Mercury 
Selenium 
Silver 

< 2.5 
'50 
-̂ 0.5 
< 2.5 
*2.5 
<-0.1 
«0.5 
<2.5 

<2.5 
< 50 
<0.5 
<2.5 
*2.5 
*0.1 
*0.5 
<2.5 

^2.5 
*50 
<0.5 
*2.5 
<2.5 
<0.1 
<0.5 
<2.5 

^ 2 . 

<50 
<0. 
<2. 
<2. 
0. 

5 
5 
5 
11 

*0.5 
'2.5 

*2.5 
< 50 
<0.5 
<2.5 
« 2.5 
<0.1 
<0.5 
'2.5 



APPENDIX L 

SITE SAFETY PLAN 



Site Safety Plan 

Old Mill Site, Rock Creek, Ohio 

I. Incident Description 

1. Location: Intersection of Station Street and Mill Street, 
Village of Rock Creek, Ashtabula County, Ohio. 

2. Type of Sitei Hazardous waste site. 

3. Response Objectives: Construct a six foot high, chain 
link fence around the perimeter of the Old 
Mill Site, 

4. Site Map; Attached 

II, Site Description 

1. Size: 1,2 acres 

2. Surrounding Population? Residential area east of site. 

3. Buildings: See attached map. 

4. Topography: Flat 

III, Personnel Protection 

1, Level of Protective Clothing: Level D 

2, Site Instrument Readings; 

a. % LEL - O 

b, HNU - Background 

3. Was protective level upgraded? No 

4. Protective Clothing: 

a. Steel toe boots 

b. Eye protection 

c. Disposable work gloves 

IV. Emergency Information 

1. Nearest Telephone: E. Hall (Resident - 563-3069) 

Rock Creek Aluminum Co. (563-3487) 
2. Sources of Help: 



Name Town Phone 

Fire Rock Creek 
Fire Dept, 

Rock Creek 563-3333 

Police 

Ambulance 

Rock Creek 
Police Dept. 

Rock Creek 
Fire Dept. 

Rock Creek 576-4901 

Rock Creek 576-6600 

Hospital Ashtabula 
General 

Ashtabula 998-3111 

Airport 

Heliport 

Ashtabula 
County 

Ashtabula 
County 

Ashtabula 275-3821 

Ashtabula 275-3821 

Poison 
Information 

Poison Control 
Center-Academy 
of Medicine 

Cleveland 231-4455 
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APPENDIX M 

CORRESPONDENCE 



Suiic 107, Suburban VX'oi Building 
20800 Ccnicr Ridge Road, Rocky R.vcr, O H 44116 • (2)6) 356-2130 

TECHKICAL ASSISTANCE TE-^M FOR EMERGENCY RESPONSE REMOVAL AND PREVENTION 
EPA CONTRACT 68-01-6669 

f TO: Robert Bowden 23 June 1983 

FROM: Technical Assistance Team TAT-15-F-00010 

VIA: Jack Thorsen 

RE: SaJTipling Plan for Soil Sajnples at Old Mill Site 
in Rock Creek, Ohio 

TAT was tasked by XI,S. EPA-OSC Joe Fredle to complete a study and 
sampling plan for soil sajnples at the Old •Kill Site in Rock Creek, 
Ohio. ' The TDD also tasked TAT to arrange for VIAR Analvsis of 
approximately 40 samples on a 3D day turnaround. The sampling 
should be completed by 8 July 1983. The final report will be due 
two weeks after the resrilts aj:e available. 

On Wednesday, 22 June 1983 TAT member >3ark Henke and Joe Fredle 
met with Debbie B-urge of the Ohio EPA. A sampling plan ajid map 
was devised during the discussion, (see map). Sample locations Sl-
9 (circles on map) will require a soil (snrfacel scrape, a sajnple 
at the one foot depth and a sajnple at the four foot depth. The sam­
ples will be analyzed for cm Organic CLP and an Inorganic CLP. At 
locations S3, iJ6 and «? an EP Toxicity- seraple will be taken by com­
bining equal amounts at the surface and one foot level. All of these 
samples will be analyzed. Sample locations ^10-20 (triangles on itiap) 
will require a soil (surface) scrape and a sample at the one foot 
depth only. These samples will also be analyzed for an Organic CLP ' 
and an Inorganic CLP but only the soil surface scrapes will be anal­
yzed. 

Each Organic CLP and Inorganic CLP might require an 8 oz. sample as 
will the three EP Toxicity s a j n p l e s . A total of 52 sariples will be 
taken but only 41 will be analyzed. This does not include the field 
and lab reagent blank. 

The map locations are approximate locations only. The exact locations 
of the sample points will be determined, measured and documented in 
the presence of Joe Predle. 

The samples will be taken by the means of a shovel, a hollow-stem 
auger or a slambax with possibly the aid of a gas-powered beaver. 

Roy F. Weston, Inc. 
SPII .L PREVENTION A EMERGENCY R E S P O N S E DIVISION 
In Association Vrith Jacobs E n g m c c n n g G r o u p Inc., Tc t ra Tech, Inc., and ICF Incorpora ted 



The samoling devices will be decontaminated after each sample. This 
also includes decontamination inbetween the varied soil sampling depths. 
Great care will be used to ensure no cross-contaraination via the chosen 
sampling devise or from the top layer of soil reaching the bottom layer 
during digging. Extensive field notes will be taken since the results 
of the saispling will determine the quantity of soil which should be re­
moved. This operation also has potential for i-mposing presidence on 
future soil removal operations of the same magnitude within Region V. 

Action levels for the contaminants believed to be on site have never 
been determined. The ERT personnel will review the levels of contamin­
ation once the results are available and aid EPA in determining the ex­
tent of soil removal. 

Past sampling data C11-1&-82) reveals organic contamination as high as 
5800 ppm. This will also "he reviewed and compared to the new data 
when detei-mining the quantity of soil to be excavated. Biodegradiation 
and photodegradiation will also be reviewed between the separate samp­
ling dates of the soil (surface) scrapes. This will be helpful in 
determining the present level of dangerous compounds on site. 

The samples will be shipped to the predesignated VIAR lab via Emery 
Express. 

KEH/sb 

c c : Joe F r e d l e 
E n c l o s u r e s 

Very t r u l y y o u r s / 

A l a r k E. Henke 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH .̂ . HUMAN SERVICES 

Date .December 6 , 1983 

Pub::c Htalth S-:-\:r.v 
Centeri fo' D'Seds-:- Coritrol 

Memoran(Jum 

From Chief, Superfund Implementation Group, CEH 

Subject Old Mill Site 
Rock Creek, Ohio 

To Louise A. Fabinski 
Public Health Advisor 
EPA Region V 

The information you submitted for the subject site has been reviewed by a 
committee in the Center for Environmental Health, Centers for Disease 
Control. The following comments are provided, I hope that you find them 
useful. 

Background •-' _..--' 

CDC reviewed this site in early 1983. It apparently was a waste disposal 
operation, though we have little or no background narrative. Leaking drums 
have apparently been removed from the site, but some soil contamination 
remains. Dr. Edith Welty made a site visit. 

Conclusion 

Based on the data reviewed, the site does not appear to pose a serious cr 
acute threat to the public health. 

Groundwater contamination and its extent needs to be defined before cleanup of 
the site can be properly addressed. 

Restriction of human access to the site should be considered pending cleanup. 

Discussion 

Two questions are posed in the cover memo with a new set of soil values: 

Can CDC set safe soil clean-up values for the inorganics and organic 
carcinogens? 

Should any further immediate removal be undertaken? 

Regarding the first question, we understand that EPA is in the process of 
developing a method to begin setting safe clean-up levels for various 
compounds involved in hazardous waste sites. Therefore, in non-emergency 
situations, CEH will defer to EPA. 
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With regard to further immediate removal action, it is difficult to make a 
recommendation based on soil levels alone. A single high value of 8,000 ppm 
for lead was reported from sample site 5, near the railroad track. A single 
positive value probably does not indicate amounts of lead large enough to 
cause a public health hazard, as long as access is denied to small children 
who might play in this area. 

In addition the concentration of Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAH's) at 
sample locations 2, 4, 6, and 7 appear to be high. Localized cleanup of 
these areas might be considered. To place PAH contamination in perspective, 
the unfenced railroad adjacent to the site probably has crossties containing 
higher levels than does the soil on-site. 

Human Contact 

The major potential pathways for human exposure observed during Dr. Welty's 
site visit were: 

direct contact, and 

groundwater pollution. 

Regarding direct-contact, the map attached to the report indicates the site is 
only partially fenced. Adequate fencing, or alternate measures to restrict 
access, should be assured so that small children do not enter and play on the 
site. 

Regarding groundwater pollution, no groundwater data were provided in this 
report and we have no data as to which aquifer is used by nearby residents. 
Given the nun̂ .ber of industries in the area, and the expense and difficulty of 
adequately monitoring groundwater, it might be prudent for local residents to 
switch to the public water supply. Capping the site to prevent additional 
leachate from, entering the groundwater, and the installation of monitoring 
wells may be advisable. 

Analytical data 

Quality assurance comments indicate that quality control limits were not 
specified and blanks were not run. Quality control information was limited to 
one recovery experiment. 

Four pages of undated handwritten results were presented. Insufficient 
information was provided for interpretation. The information on the forms was 
difficult to interpret as to location and type of specimen analyzed. Data 
supplied by the November 21, 1983 memorandum could not be correlated to sample 
locations at the site. The practice of mixing units (ppm and ppb) in the same 
table is especially misleading to a reviewer. 
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In order to appropriately interpret data of this nature, we need a statement 
explaining location and type of specimen collected, method used for analysis, 
and sensitivity, accuracy and precision (based on quality control results) of 
the method. Although well identified raw data can be very useful to 
supplement reports, surranaries designed to guide the reviewer are essential. 

Georgi 'Jones' 
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Superfund Record of Communications from Louise Fabinski, CEH/SIG, US 
EPA Region V to G. Jones, October 27, 1983. 

Memorandum from Georgi A. Jones to Peter McCumiskey, Public Health 
Advisor, Region 5, January 14, 1983. 

Memorandum and data from analytical results of Old Mill Site soil 
sampling from Scott Springer, Technical Assistance Team, Region V to 
Emergency Response Team, US EPA. 

Superfund Record of Coimnunications from Louise Fabinski, CEH/SIG, US 
EPA Region V to G. Jones, November 21, 1983. 



DATE: December 29, 1983 

REPLY TO „ r > r > - r - ^ i c- • s . • ^ 

AT-iNOF: George R. Prince, Environmental Sc ient is t 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

memorandum 

SUnjECT: 

T O : 

Environmental Response Team 

Old Mill Site - Rock Creek, Ohio: Review of Available Soil Data 

Joseph Fredle, On-Scene Coordinator 
EPA, Region V 

I have reviewed the soil data you provided me from samples collected 
and analyzed by Region V's TAT team during 1982 and 1983. The primary 
organic co"T;̂ ounds present on the site in elevated concentrations include 
polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH) and some volatile priority pollutants 
(primarily T:richloroethylene, tetrachloroethylene, ethylbenzene and 
dimethylbenzene isomers). 

The two attached maps show the location of elevated levels of 
organics in the soils on-site. Elevated levels of volatile organics 
found in Sc:';ples taken in November 1982, were present in roughly the ̂ ^. 
locations cGn":ami nated with high levels of PAH in November 1982 samples 
and June 1983 samples. The majority of soils on the site contain much 
lower levels of PAH's (<10ppm), which may be near background levels for 
this industrial area. Background samples should be taken to test this 
hypothesis. Organic contaminants did not penetrate soils to 3-4 levels 
except for station 6 where low levels of fluorene were detected. The 
major "hot spots" on-site appear to be discrete areas around the silos 
and in front of the storage area. Having not visited the site myself, 
it is difficult to accurately assess the source of contamination or the 
form in which it is present. However, through conversations with you 
and other persons who have been at the site, the contaminant appeared to 
be present in spillage and leakage of solvents and oils from drums 
previously stored on site. Since attenuation of contaminants in soil 
appears to be rapid, it is likely that the volume of spillage was relatively 
small. In most cases contaminated areas are probably visible as solvent/ 
oil-stained soils. 

same 

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
(REV. 1-80) 
GSAFPMR(41 CFR) 101-11.6 
5010-114 

<HJ.S. COVERNXE?)! PRINTING OFFICE : 1982 0 - 361-525 (7290) 



The presence of inorganic contaminants at Old Mill was evaluated by 
EP Toxicity tests and analysis of samples for priority pollutant metals. 
Three samples analyzed for EP Toxicity were negative indicating that 
immediate removal operations on the basis of surface water or leachate 
contamination by pesticides or inorganics, i.e., arsenic, barium, cadmium, 
chromium, mercury, lead, selenium and silver are not warranted. Aluminum 
was present in many soil samples in high concentrations, due to the presence 
of nearby off-site piles of aluminum dross. The origin of the aluminum 
does not appear to be directly related to wastes disposed on the Old Mill 
site, hence is proba&ly in iiigher concentrations outside the site 
boundaries. If need be (e.g., if exposure to aquatic organisms presents 
toxicity problems) aluminum should be dealt with as a separate site problem. 

The objective of ERT's data review is to determine the necessity 
for further immediate removal operations regarding soils at the Old Mill 
site. The available data indicate that aside from certain "hot spots" 
(station 2,4,5,6 and 7) the majority of soils on-site do not exceed 
"background levels" of PAH and volatile organics. As mentioned in CDC's 
December 6. 1983 memo to Louise A. Fabinski, immediate measures should 
be taken to secure site area to prohibit unauthorized personnel from 
coming in contact with heavily contaminated soils. 

From an environmental standpoint, there is a potential for long-
term transport of contaminated soils off-site by surface water runoff or 
percolation of contaminated water into the water table aquifer. Based on 
the relatively flat site terrain, the localized nature of soil contamination, 
and the observed attenuation of PAH within the first foot of soil, runoff 
and potential groundwater contamination present potential long-term 
environmental problems. These should be addressed as part of the on-going 
remedial actions at this facility. 
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Dats 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES 

• F e b r u a r y 6 , 1984 

Public Health Service 
Centers for Disease Control 

Memorandum 

From C h i e f , S -K-rfund I m p l e m e n t a t i o n Group 

Subject Old M i l l S i t e 
Rock C r e e k , Ohio 

f 

To Louise Fabinski 
Public Health Advisor 
EPA Region V 

In my memo of December 6, 1983 regarding this site two se; 
diametrically opposed conclusions were included: 

Lngly 

:e £. serious or - one which said that the site does not appear to pcs; 
acute threat to the public health, and, 

- a second which said that human access to the site should be 
restricted pending cleanup. 

I would like to provide the following clarification of tV:e ir.rent of these 
conclusions. 

In the body of the memo it was specifically stated thst: 

"A single (high) positive value probably does not indicate amounts of 
lead large enough to cause a public health hazard, as long as access is 
denied to small children who might play in this ares." 

and again that: 

"Adequate fencing, or alternate measures to restrict access, should be 
assured so that small children do not enter and play on the site." 

These two statements indicate that in the mind of CDC the presence of lead 
at the level found is a significant potential health hazard to a specific 
segment of the public, however, that by instituting a method of restricting 
access, the site would not be considered an imminent health hazard pending 
cleanup. 

An immediate cleanup of the lead contamination could be instituted rather 
than fer.ring the site. However, in order to determine the extent of 
cleanup required a substantial sampling effort would be necessary, as the 
available data is insufficient to identify the extent of lead 
contamination. In addition, st>me type of site restriction should be 
instituted until the results of this sampling are available and cleanup 
accomplished. 
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In addition the concentrations of the other contaminants reported to be 
present in the soil at the site are not high enough to cause the site to be 
considered as an imminent hazard to public health. 

/ In short it was felt that some immediate response' to prevent young children 
from contact with the contaminated soil at thifi si^e is necessary. 

GeorgL^. "̂ oii es 



^UNITED STATES ENVfRONMEHTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

March 23, 19S^ 

John Robinson, Mayor 
Village of Rock Creek 
3101 Lawton Avenue 
Rock Creek, Ohio ^^08* 

Dear Mayor Robinson: 

I have been informed by you and others in the Village of Rock Creek that there are 
two major concerns about the construction of a fence around the Old Miil Site by the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. SPA). 

I recognize your concern that this site could becorrse a storage site for hazardous 
v/astes from other Superfund sites or private sources. The U.S. EPA has no intention 
Of allowing this to happen. Federal and State laws require that specific conditions be 
met before a site can be authorized to accept hazardous wastes. No ere can operate 
a hazardous waste site in the State of Ohio without receiving U.S. EPA and Ohio EPA 
permits to do so. The Old Mill site, even v/ith a fence, does not meet either State or 
Federal permit requirements, and public funds v/Ili not be expended to construct a 
hazardous waste storage facility there. In any case, public participation would be 
required if such a permit u-'ere under consideration. Any unauthorized use of the site 
to store hazardous wastes will be met with appropriate enforeemant action, 

I also understand that there is local concern about the final cleanup of the site. As 
you know, a remedial investigation of the sits is under way to determine what further 
cleanup action is required. The construction of a fence will not stop nor will it hinder 
the investigation in any way. Final action at the site will be discussed with the public 
before any such action is taken. 

The purpose of the fence is to protect public health by restricting public access, 
especially by children, to the site. A key will be left with you in case the need arises 
to enter the site. 
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UHITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIdN. AGENCY 

If you have any further questions or concerns about this matter, please do not 
hesitate to contact me at (216) S35-5200. 

Sir^srely yours. 

Joseph J. Frecte 
On-Scene Coordinator 

cc: n.ebecca Kinkopf 
2927 High Street 
Rock Creek, Ohio ii^-0^^ 

Michael Wheeler, Ashtabula Disaster Services Agency 

bcc: Mary Tyson, OSC, 5HR 
Pierre Talbert, Assistant Regional Counsel 
Vanessa Musgrave, 5PA 
Robert Bowden, 5SCDO 
Roger Hannahs, Ohio EPA-Columbus 
Gary Gifford, Ohio EPA-Northeast District 
Charles Hart, Ashtabula County Health Department 

JJF/KB/VM/MT/PT/jc:3/23/8* 
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COMMUNITY RELATIONS PLAN 

OLD MILL FACILITY 

ROCK CREEK, OHIO 

This stage I community relations plan outlines activities to be in conjunction with 
a Superfund remedial action (Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study) at the Old 
Mill facility in Rock Creek, Ohio. U.S. EPA will have the lead responsibility for 
technical and community relations work, working in close cooperation with the 
Ohio EPA and other concerned state and local officials. This plan can be updated 
and revised in response to any events affecting the timetable for the project and/ 
or citizen needs or concerns. 

A. BACKGROUND AND KEY ISSUES 

1. Facility History 

The facility consists of a site located on Hill Street in Rock Creek, Ohio 
(Ashtabula County) owned by Ben Henfield, Inc. (filed bankruptcy) operated 
by Jack Webb and an adjacent area owned by Mr. Kraus. The facility, located 
near a number of residences and a school, includes an old grain elevator 
complex consisting of several old wooden structures and several silos. 
Mr. Webb's operation at the facility involved the use of solvents in the 
manufacture of potting soil. Peat moss was processed with a polymer and 
other T.cterials, Webb also collected and had remaining on site about 
1,250 55-gallon drums. During his operation he stored drums on the Kraus 
property, accumulating 52 drums there. 

Numerous citizen complaints were received about odors from the site 
In 1980. Concerns were also voiced about the threat of fire and/or 

£.~ercency Response team composite sampling of the drums in October 1980, 
revealed that many drums appeared to contain resins, solvents, and oils. 
Drums began leaking in 1981, causing chemical runoff to nearby small 
s~.^e=ms. 

On November 6, 1981, $50,000 in immediate removal funds were allocated 
to accomplish the removal of flammable liquids from the Henfield 
property. During the next several weeks drum sampling and compatibility 
testing were undertaken. A severe winter caused freezing of the drums, 
making removal impossible. In addition, difficulties were encountered 
in locating disposal sites. However, by summer's end approximately 500 
drums and their contents had been removed through the work with Ohio 
EPA and generators (companies considered responsible for waste genera­
tion or transportation; and/or owners and operators of the facility). 

In July, 1980 results of analysis done on a composite sample of all drums 
left on the Henfield property showed 72% xylene and 625ppm PCBs. 
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Sampling was undertaken in September 1982 to determine which 
barrels contained PCBs and in what concentrations. Analyses 
indicated that over 50 drums contained PCBs in concentrations 
greater than 50ppm. Approximately $35,000 remained from the $50,000 
obligation. It had become obvious that because of the presence 
and PCBs and the need to remove the 52 drums from the Kraus 
property, the removal action was going to require significantly more 
funds. 

On September 20, 1982, a Regional Response Team meeting was con­
vened in Ashtabula and the decision was made to request an additional 
$106,000 to complete a surface cleanup of the site. 

On October 1, U.S. EPA announced approval of the funding request. 
Removal work, under the new obligation ceiling, began on October 4, 
and by October 19, all drummed material had been removed from the 
facility, (this included both the Henfield and Kraus property.) 

2. Citizen Concern 

Citizens in Ashtabula county have a high degree of interest in and 
experience with hazardous waste issues. (Laskin/Poplar Oil, Fields 
Brook, New Lyme Landfill, Big D Campground are other NPL facilities 
in Ashtabula county.) Local and Cleveland media coverage of hazardous 
waste issues has been extensive. 

"MB f̂ ock Creek area residents became deeply frustrated with the delay in 
MK cleaning up the facility. The discovery of PCBs in the drummed material 

and the discovery of a pile of drums on the Kraus property, served to 

S; increase citizen-concern. On September 12, 1982, eight residents 

living near the Krause property, were treated at a local hospital for 
flu-like symptons blamed on exposure to fumes from the Kraus property 
drums. a: 

•I 

m 
m 
m. 
a 
a: 

U.S. EPA met with residents on September 20 to inform them of the 
emsrcsncy funding request. Over 100 residents attended the meeting, 
toget.ler with local officials, including the mayor. Several Cleveland 
te':ev1sion stations and local press were also present. Although 
citizens were relieved to hear of the funding request, they openly ex­
pressed frustration with U.S. EPA and vowed "not to end their fight" 
until contaminated soil, the Kraus property, health questions, and ad­
ditional information on precise chemicals on the facility were resolved 
to their satisfaction. 

As soon as the funding request was approved, U.S. EPA notified a 
number of the September 20 meeting's attendees by telephone. 

A community relations plan was implemented during ^-rn subsequent 
removal, geared toward communicating cleanup infc?,;:stion directly 
to residents. Progress reports by telephone were ytven to severl 
of the active citizens during the project. A fact 
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sheet was prepared summarizing the removal action during November 
and a meeting was held with residents on December 15 to review the 
cleanup. In December following the analysis of some sampling of 
citizens' private well water, a sample of city tap water was found 
to contain elevated levels of trihalomethanes. Although not con­
nected with the facility citizens initially believed there might be a 
relationship between the tap water sample, contaminants found in 
two private wells and the facility. 

At a January 20,1983, meeting U.S.EPA held with residents, an Ohio 
EPA water quality official participated, explaining to attendees 
his work with local water supply officials to correct the drinking 
water problem. Ohio EPA's retesting of the private wells concerned, 
and the proposed U.S. EPA remedial investigation and feasibility 
study at the facility were explained. A fact sheet detailing water 
sampling results was distributed. 

Citizens were pleased with the cleanup and Region V's efforts to work 
with them and keep them informed, A good working relationship was 
built with the community during the removal action and is expected 
to continue during the remedial project. 

During the time period the Old Mill removal action was underway, a 
County Task Force was organized to serve as a focal point for 
dealing with the hazardous waste problem in the country. The 
membership consists of residents living near several of the 
country's facilities, including Old Mill, Laskin/Poplar Oil and Fields 
Brook, a county commissioner and county health department 
representative. Kathy Takacs and Mary Puchein represent the Old 
Mill facility on the Task Force. They will serve as the contacts 
fcr keeping the members Informed about our actions at the facility. 

K ° " Issues and Current Concerns 

Much of the intensity of community concern has abated with 
the completed removal action. Rock Creek residents also 
seem to feel their concerns will be listened to by U.S. EPA. 
Recent rumors have been to circulating to the effect that 
the facility had been removed from the NPL. Citizens were re­
assured by Region V that such was not the case and that we 
were on schedule with necessary steps leading up to the 
RI/FS, 

b) Residents are concerned about any potential long term 
health effects that might be associated with the facility. 
The Ohio Department of Health plans to follow up with re-
interviewing citizens living near the facility. 

c) Residents concerns now largely focus on the possible ex­
tent of any groundwater contamination. They a re anxious 
to see the RI/FS get under way. 
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B. OBJECTIVES OF THE COMMUNITY RELATIONS PLAN 

The objectives of the community relations plan are: 

1. Ensure that accurate Information is disseminated to the media, local 
officials and citizens on a timely basis. 

2. Ensure that citizens have an opportunity to express concerns and ask 
questions before issues develop into controversies or become distorted 
through rumor or misinformation. 

3. Present the affected community with the results of our remedial in­
vestigation as soon as possible following its conclusion and analysis. 
A clear explanation, in terms that can be understood by the community, 
of the remedial investigation results must be provided to the residents 

^^. in both oral and written form at the time the report is released. ( A 
R E ! community meeting will provide the forum for this.) The same procedure 

should be followed following the conclusion of the feasibility study, 
prior to the three week comment period. 

4. Ensure the recently formed Ashtabula County Hazardous Waste Task Force 
Is briefed Informally on activities and progress as the project progresses, 

5. Closely coordinate the release of information (particularly test results) 
with other involved agencies and ensure that local officials and any 
directly affected residents a re notified prior to giving the information 
to the local media. 

6. Convey a clear understanding of what can and can not be done--that is, 
the limitations, of Superfund so that the community has realistic 
expectations. 

7. Prese~v€ and build on the good working relationship we have achieved 
with tne community. This county currently has five facilities on the NPL. 
ObvicLiSly, we and the other federal and state agencies involved will 

-^ be condijcting remedial action projects in this area for a considerable 
g|| time. Any loss of credibility suffered as a result of poor community 

relations during this project will carry over to our efforts at the 
_̂  other "facilities. 

m 

m 

a 

m 

a 
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Community Relations Techniques 

The following techniques are suggested to meet the objectives of this community 
relations plan: 

1. 

Technique 

Press Releases 

Fact Sheets 

Communi' •X - • ;etings 

Objective 

To provide accurate and timely 
information to community and regional 
media regarding plans, status and 
developments throughout the RI/FS. 

Provide a channel of factual information 
directly from U.S. EPA to all those 
persons interested and concerned about 
the facility. (Much information 
concerning the site and U.S. EPA's 
activity or intentions tends to surface 
as rumor in the community and local media 
has in the past used citizen interviews 
as a basis for stories. Coverage has 
been inaccurate at times.) 

Provide the community with an opportunity 
to meet face-to-face with the U.S. EPA 
and other involved state agency personnel 
to be briefed on remedial investigation 
findings, structure of feasibility study, 
findings of feasibility study, and 
selection of a final remedy. These 
meetings will also offer an opportunity 
for citizens to air their concerns, ideas 
and suggestions. The affected community 
will be provided a 3-week comment period 
following completion of the RI/FS to 
offer comments on the selected 
alternative. 

Coordir.£-icn with Ashtabula 
County Hazardous Waste Task Force 

Informal briefings and updates 
for local officials and citizens 
(by telephone) 

ai 
ai 
ail 

GLT405/52 

To ensure the Task Force is kept informed 
informed of plans and progress. This 
coordination will most likely be done 
informally by telephone. 

Provide a direct link to U.S. EPA for 
citizens so that they have a focal point 
for exchanging information and expressing 
concerns. This approach has been used 
successfully over the past six months-



OLD HILL FACILITY COMMUNITY RELATIONS PLAN SCHEDULE 

TECHNICAL ELEMENTS 

Community Relations 

Activities 

(7 months) 

Remedial Investigation 
*M3y, 83 June.July,Aug.,Oct., Nov. 

(5 Months) 

Feasibility Study 
D e c , Jan, '84. Feb.March,Apr. M 

E | | PRESS RELEASE 

FACT SHEET •additional, as required- ._ * •as required— * * 

COMMUNITY i 
MEETING 

COORDINATION WITH ': 
ASHTABUL.A COUNTY 
TASK FORCE AND 
OTHER AGENCIES 

INFORMAL BRIEFINGS ; 
AND UPDATES FOR 1 
LOCAL OFFICIALS S : 
CITIZENS 
(PRIMARILY BY i 
PHONE) 1 

•Ongoing-

-Ongoing-

* meetings w i l l be held i f * 
need arises 

-Ongoing-

•Ongoing-



E. Staffing Plan for Community Relations Plan 

Date 

5/1, 12/1 

4/30, 6/15 

5/1, 12/1 

4/30, 6/15 

5/1, 12/i, 

6/15 

Onocl-c 

Onacinc 

Activity 

Press Releases 

Fact Sheets 

4/30 Communijty 
Meetings 

(Coordination 
(with Ashtabula 
(County Task 
(Force and other 
(agencies. 

(Briefings for 
(local officials 
(and citizens 
(by phone. 

Staff Responsibility 

Robert Hart 1 an 

M. Carlson 

G. Kulma 

M. Carlson U.S. EPA 

G. Kulma, U.S. EPA 
L. Roggenkamp, OEPA 
R. Hannahs, OEPA 
Peter McCumiskey 

(M. Carlson primary contact.) 
(Other U.S. EPA and OEPA 
Staff as required.) 

M. Carlson 

Workhours 

15 

40 

16 

75 

60 
40 
40. 
60 

* Dates a re approximate. They will be changed to coincide with 
technical activities as soon as more precise information is 
available regarding the schedule of work. 
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F. OFFICIALS, CITIZENS, MEDIA 

1 Local Officials 

-WaH^r-Sp^wn 
Donald Dietrich 
Peter Jansen 

Affiliation 

Mayor, Rock Creek 
Morgan Township Trustee 

Phone Numbers 
5 ^ ? - V J > 

(216) 563-3257 
(216) 563-3233 
(216) 474-6000 or 
(216) 466-3835 

Joseph Dirsh 

Robert Schultz 
Kenneth Brown 
Earl Co l l ins 
Mary Puchein 

_WalterJQJinson_ 
George "Sto f fer 
James Timonere 
Charles Hart 
Chief Laverne Goodge 
Dana Kincaid 
Harold Chr is t ian 
Peter Jaracci 
Al Mack ay 

Mike Wheeler 

State O f f i c i a l s 

Roger Hannahs 

Deborah Berg 

Lorey Roggenkara 

Robert Indian 

Federal O f f i c i e l s 

Gregg Kulma 
Richard Bar te l t 

Marcia Carlson 

M. E. Lynch 

Dennis B. Eckert 
Carol Haslett 
John Glenn 
Pat Bluso 
Howard Metzenbaum 
Ladd Anthony 
Peter McCumisky 

I I 

Rock 
11 

I I 

It 

II 

I I 

Creek 
I I 

I I 

II 

II 

V l l l 
I I 

I I 

II 

II 

I I 

age Councilman 
"(Mayor 
I I 

II 

II 

's 

(215) 
(216) 
(216) 

son)(216) 
(216) 
(215) 

563-
563-
563-
563-
563-
563-

-3536 
• 3767 
•3171 
-3257 
• 5620 
• 3977 

or 

Rock Creek Village Solicitor 
Ashtabula County Health Dept, 
Morgan Volunteer Fire Dept, 
Water Board 
County Commissioner 
County Commissioner 
Contact for Ashtabula County 
Hazardous Waste Task Force 
County Commissioner 

Ashtabula County Disaster 
Services Chief 

OEPA, Div. of Hazardous 
Materials Mgmt. (DHMM) 

OEPA, Northeast 
District Office, Twinsburg 

OEPA, DHMM, Community 
Relations 

Ohio Dept. of Health 

U.S. EPA, OSC 
U.S. EPA, Chief, Remedial 
Response Branch 

U.S. EPA, Community Relations 
Coordinator 

U.S. EPA, Congressional 
Liasional 

U.S. Congressman 
Office of Congressman Eckart 
U.S. Senator 
Office of Senator Glenn 
U.S. Senator 
Office of Senator Metzenbaum 
U.S. EPA/Center for Disease 
Control Liaison 

(216) 576-2040 

(614) 462-6747 

(216) 425-9171 

(614) 462-6743 

(614) 466-0281 

(312) 886-6941 

(312) 353-9773 

(312) 886-6873 

(312) 353-3018 

r;i2) 522-2056 

(216) 293-7095 

(216) 293-7272 

(312) 886-3005 
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Ci t izens 

Arlene Frederick C i t izen (216) 563-3700 
Katherine & Ed Takacs " 563-3908 
Mary Puchein " 563-3977 
Mike & Barb Hall " 563-5319 
Diane Craig " 563-3741 
Laverne Marsch " 553-3741 
B i l l & Brenda A l l i son " 563-4500 
D o l l i e Hall " • 563-3069 
Cheryl Mead " 563-5909 
Mary Herman " 563-5427 
Diane & Wayne Thompson " 563-5421 
Dorothy Highlander " 563-3360 
Beverly Kawalec " 563-3063 
Merton & Susan Booth " 563-3063 
Frank Mager " 563-3718 
John Hanyok " 563-3718 
Es te l la Mager " 563-5442 
Rush & Carol Bevins " 563-3020 
Ed Koziol " 563-5257 
Okelene & Mike .Mil ler " 563-3157 
Sue Schultz " 563-3171 
Roberta Mclntyrs " 563-5713 
Jean Brand " 563-3475 
Joy Ebersole " 563-5241 
Mrs. Gary Barnette " 563-5202 
Mr. & Mrs. James Hall 
Sheila Buehner " 563-3817 
Mr. & Mrs. Jack Diemer " 563-2136 
Leonard Markley " 563-5633 
J i l l Vecchio " 563-5913 
Brenda Beckwith " 563-3876 
Marcia Leskc " 563-3610 
Neil Bevins " 563-3904 
Mary Herman " 563-5427 
Maxine Schreci-;er,gost " 563-3516 
Merton & Susan Booth " 563-3063 
Vern & Sue Hall " 576-7516 
John Hamjok " 563-3718 
John Homurng " 563-3942 
El len Hinshaw " 858-2826 
Ken Clark " 563-3686 
John Hayes " 563-3779 
V ick i R i t t e r 
Carol Co l l ins " 563-5620 
Frank Lambert " 563-1591 
Andrew Nash " 
Lynda Osborn " 576-8424 
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Media 

Bonna Savarise 
Dana Ch r i s t i e 
Mart in Conoboy 
James Lawless 

A f f i l i a t i o n 

Astabula Star-Beacon 
WFUN Radio 
Jefferson Gazette 
Cleveland Plain Dealer 

Phone Number 

(216) 576-4816 
992-6397 
576-9115 
344-4815 

m 

m 

m 
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RRT MEETING MINUTES 
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION V 

DATE: February 1, 1984 

SUBJECT: Report on Meeting of Remedial Response Team (RRT) Concerning the 
Old Mill Superfund Site, Rock Creek, Ohio (Ashtabula County) 

FROM: Vanessa Musgrave 

TO: Kathy Brown, Director 
Office of Pu-bHc Affairs 

Meeting of the RRT was called by the On-Scene Coordinator for Immediate Remov­
als, Joe Fredle, of the Eastern District Office (EDO). It was held at EDO, 
25089 Center Ridge Road, West Lake, Ohio, on Tuesday, January 31, 1984, at 
1:00 p.m. Those in attendance are listed on an attachment. 

The topic of discussion was to determine if a fence should be erected on the 
Old Mill site to prevent access of the public. Children and teenagers are 
regularly seen on the property in various activities. Funding for the fence 
'*tas also an issL;e. 

There is public support for a fence on site. Thre was also overwhelming sup­
port from all levels of government to erect the fence. HOwever, a memo from 
CDC appeared contradictory in assessing health effects of the site as it pre­
sently exists. As no one from CDC was able to attend this meeting, a call 
was placed to CDC, Atlanta, to discuss the matter. The opinion was confirmed 
by Dr. Mark McLanhan that a fence should be installed on site to protect the 
public and contain the remaining contaminajted soil. 

As to funding, Pierre Talbert, of the Regional Counsel's office, will check 
with generatcrs about funds for the fence. Some generators have voluntarily 
renoved scne c-ums from the site, and may be willing to assist in this action. 
If not, supslemental funding will be requested for the fence as an immediate 
removal acticn. The estimated cost of the fence is $10,000. Letters sup­
porting this action are forthcoming from various Ohio agencies. 

Prior to discussion of these issues, Joe gave a history of the site to update 
everyone. Bob Bowden, Chief of the Spills Section in Chicago and cd-chair 
of the RRT, gave some background on the RRT. The function of the RRT is to: 

1. 
2. 

4. 
6. 

provide technical advice to the OSCs. 
consist of both State and Federal agency representatives, chaired 
by the agency which has most responsibility or authority over 
problem. 
may consist of Coast Guard, DOT, disaster agencies, EPAs, Interior, 
equivalent State agencies, departments for waterways, CDC, fire and 
police departments, agriculture, etc. 
local governments are included on site-by-site basis. 
usually called by EPA by OSC for immediate removals. 

There is an RRT in each EPA region, with managers in Headquarters. 

cc: Mary Pat Tyson Joe Fredle Richard Bartelt John Perrecone 
Pierre Talbert Bob Bowden Greg Vanderlaan 



TABLE 1 

ATTENDEES AT THE REGIONAL RESPONSE TEM î MEETING 

HELD ON JANUARY 31, 1984 IN REGARDS TO THE 

OLD MILL SITE, RGCK CREEK, OHIO 

NAME 

Robert J. Bowden ^ RRT Chair 

Jeffry T. deRoche 

Joseph Fredle 

Gary Gifford 

Roger Hannahs 

chuck Hart 

Vanessa "Musgrave 

Dan Papcke 

George R. Prince 

Allan Razem 

Scott Springer 

Pierre Talbert 

Nary Tyson 

A. R, Winklhofer 

AFFILIATION 

U.S. EPA - Central District Office 

U.S. Geological Survey 

U.S. EPA - Eastern District Office 

OEPA - Northeast District Office 

Ohio EPA - Central Office 

Ashtabula Co. Health Dept. 

U.S. EPA - Community Relations 

U.S. EPA - Eastern District Office 

EPA - Emergency Response Team 

U.S. Geological Survey 

Roy F. Weston, Inc. - Technical 
Assistance Team 

U.S. EPA - Office Of Regional 
Counsel 

U.S. EPA - Remedial Response Branch 

U.S. EPA - Eastern District Office 




